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LOCAL ENTROPY AVERAGES AND PROJECTIONS OF FRACTALMEASURESMICHAEL HOCHMAN AND PABLO SHMERKINAbstrat. We show that for families of measures on Eulidean spae whih satisfyan ergodi-theoreti form of �self-similarity� under the operation of re-saling, thedimension of linear images of the measure behaves in a semi-ontinuous way. Weapply this to prove the following onjeture of Furstenberg: if X, Y ⊆ [0, 1] arelosed and invariant, respetively, under ×m mod 1 and ×n mod 1, where m,n arenot powers of the same integer, then, for any t 6= 0,
dim(X + tY ) = min{1, dim X + dimY }.A similar result holds for invariant measures, and gives a simple proof of the Rudolph-Johnson theorem. Our methods also apply to many other lasses of onformal fra-tals and measures. As another appliation, we extend and unify results of Peres,Shmerkin and Nazarov, and of Moreira, onerning projetions of produts self-similar measures and Gibbs measures on regular Cantor sets. We show that undernatural irreduibility assumptions on the maps in the IFS, the image measure hasthe maximal possible dimension under any linear projetion other than the oordi-nate projetions. We also present appliations to Bernoulli onvolutions and to theimages of fratal measures under di�erentiable maps.1. Introdution1.1. Bakground and history. Let dim denote the Hausdor� dimension of a setand let Πd,k denote the spae of orthogonal projetions from Rd to k-dimensionalsubspaes, with the natural measure. Then it is a lassial fat, due in various versionsto Marstrand, Mattila and others, that for any Borel set X ⊆ Rd, almost every π ∈ Πd,ksatis�es(1.1) dim(πX) = min(k,dim X).Indeed, the right hand side is a trivial upper bound: Lipshitz maps annot inreasedimension, so dimπX ≤ dim X, and πX is a subset of a k-dimensional subspae,hene dim πX ≤ k. Sine this equality holds almost everywhere, we shall use the termexeptional for projetions for whih equality fails, and all the right hand side theexpeted dimension.Date: Otober 11, 2009.This researh was partially supported by the NSF under agreement No. DMS-0635607. M.H. sup-ported by NSF grant 0901534. P.S. aknowledges support from EPSRC grant EP/E050441/1 and theUniversity of Manhester. 1
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2 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinWhile (1.1) tells us what happens for a typial projetion, it is far more di�ultto analyze the image of even the simplest fratals under individual projetions. SeeKenyon [19℄ for a partiularly simple and frustrating example.There are, however, a number of well-known onjetures to the e�et that, for ertainsets of ombinatorial, arithmeti or dynamial origin, phenomena whih hold typiallyin the general setting should, for these speial sets, always hold, exept in the pres-ene of some evident obstrution. The present work was motivated by a onjeture ofthis kind onerning projetions of produt sets whose marginals are invariant underarithmetially �independent� dynamis.Denote the m-fold map of the unit interval by Tm : x 7→ mx mod 1 and let πx, πy ∈

Π2,1 denote the oordinate projetions onto the axes.Conjeture 1.1 (Furstenberg). Let X,Y ⊆ [0, 1] be losed sets whih are invariantunder T2 and T3, respetively. Then
dim π(X × Y ) = min{1,dim(X × Y )}for any π ∈ Π2,1 \ {πx, πy}.In the situation above it is evident that πx, πy are exeptions, sine they map X ×Yto X or Y , respetively, and a drop in dimension is to be expeted.Note that this onjeture an also be formulated as a result on sumsets:1 for X,Yas above and all s 6= 0,

dim(X + sY ) = min{1,dim X + dimY }.Here A + B = {a + b : a ∈ A , b ∈ B}.Conjeture 1.1 originates in the late 1960s. Although it has apparently not appearedin print, it is related to another onjeture of Furstenberg's from around the same time,whih appears in [12℄:Conjeture 1.2 (Furstenberg, [12℄). Let X,Y ⊆ [0, 1] be losed sets whih are invari-ant under T2 and T3, respetively. Then for any s, t, t 6= 0,
dim X ∩ (s + tY ) ≤ max{dim X + dim Y − 1, 0}The relation between these onjeture is as follows. The sets X ∩ (s+ tY ) are, up toa�ne oordinate hange, the intersetions of X × Y with the �bers of the projetions

π ∈ Π2,1 \ {πx, πy}. Heuristially, one expets the following relation between thedimension of the image and the �bers:(1.2) dimX × Y = dim π(X × Y ) + sup
z
{dim(X × Y ) ∩ π−1(z)}}1In the sumset formulation we relied on the identity

dim(X × Y ) = dim(X) + dim(Y )This holds in the present ase beause X has oiniding Hausdor� and box dimension (see e.g. [13,Theorem 5.1℄); in general one only has the inequality dim(X × Y ) ≥ dim(X) + dim(Y ).



Loal entropy averages and projetions 3This is, for example, the way a�ne subspaes in Rd behave under linear maps, asdo generi sub-manifolds, and if it were true then Conjetures 1.1 and 1.2 would beequivalent: if the image under a projetion has the expeted dimension then the �berswould behave as expeted as well.Equation (1.2) is a very strong statement, and simple examples show that it is notgenerally true. For quite general sets A ⊆ Rd it is known that, under a natural distri-bution on the k-dimensional subspaes whih interset A, almost every suh subspaeintersets A in the expeted dimension, i.e. the larger of dimA − k and 0; see [22,Theorem 10.11℄. For ertain speial sets A ⊆ R2, related in some ways to the produtsets we are disussing, a stronger result was obtained by Furstenberg [13℄: for every
t 6= 0 there are many (in the sense of dimension) vaues of s suh that A intersets theline x− ty = s in at least the expeted dimension. However, the uniform upper boundsneeded for Conjeture 1.2 still seems out of reah of urrent methods.We refer the reader to [12℄ for a more detailed disussion of Conjeture 1.2 and somerelated questions.1.2. Iterated Funtion Systems. A related irle of questions onerns projetionsof produt sets whose marginals are attrators of iterated funtion systems (IFSs) onthe line. Here again it is believed that, in the absene of some evident �resonane�between the IFSs, projetions should behave as expeted.There was little progress on these problems until fairly reently. The �rst result ofthis kind is a theorem by C. G. Moreira [23℄2 for pairs of regular IFSs, i.e. systems of
C1+ε ontrations on the line satisfying the strong separation ondition (see Setion11). Moreira assumes that at least one of the IFSs is stritly non-linear, i.e. annotbe onjugated to a linear one, and that a ertain irrationality ondition is satis�edbetween the IFSs. Under these hypotheses he shows that if X,Y are the attratorsthen the sumset X + Y , whih is the projetion of X × Y under π(x, y) = x + y, hasthe expeted dimension.More reently Y. Peres and P. Shmerkin [29℄ solved the problem for projetionsof X × Y when X,Y are attrators of linear IFSs satisfying an irrationality ondition,namely, that the logarithms of some pair of ontration ratios is rationally independent.This lass of examples inludes some speial ases of Furstenberg's onjeture. Forexample, the standard middle-third Cantor set is both T3-invariant and the attratorof an IFS with ontration ratio 1/3. With an eye to Furstenberg's onjeture, thesemethods an be pushed to apply to Tm-invariant subsets of [0, 1] whih are shifts of�nite type with respet to the base-m oding. See also [10℄ for an extension to somenon-onformal attrators on the plane.With regard to the question of projeting measures rather than sets, Nazarov, Peresand Shmerkin [27℄ reently established some results for projetions of Hausdor� measure2The proof in [23℄ is inomplete, see e.g. [29℄



4 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinon X × Y , where X,Y are now attrators of linear IFSs in whih, additionally, allontrating maps have the same ontration ratio (while these assumptions are quitespeial, in this ase they also establish a stronger result using orrelation dimensionrather than Hausdor� dimension).It is interesting to note that the methods of Moreira and of Peres-Shmerkin are quitedi�erent and rely heavily on their respetive assumptions, i.e. strit non-linearity andlinearity of the IFSs. This leaves open the ase of a pair of IFSs whih are both non-linearly onjugated to linear IFSs. Their methods also do not give any informationabout behavior of measures on regular IFSs.Finally, similar questions may be asked about multidimensional attrators of IFSsrather than produts one-dimensional ones. For the ase of 2-dimensional linear IFSsPeres and Shmerkin [29℄ showed that, assuming that the orthogonal part of the on-trations inlude at least one irrational rotation, all projetions behave as expeted.Unfortunately these methods do not work for dimension d ≥ 3, and again give noinformation about measures.1.3. Results. In this work we develop a method for bounding from below the dimen-sion of projetions of measures whih exhibit ertain statistial self-similarity. Beforedesribing the general result, we summarize our main appliations.The �rst is a resolution of Conjeture 1.1 in its full generality. In fat, we establish astronger statement onerning invariant measures. Reall that for a probability measure
µ on a metri spae, the lower Hausdor� dimension dim∗ µ is de�ned as

dim∗ µ = inf{dim(A) : µ(A) > 0}.Also, write dim µ = α to indiate that
lim
r↓0

µ(Br(x))

log r
= α for µ-a.e. x.In this ase α is the exat dimension of µ and dim∗ µ = dim µ, but note that the dim µis not always de�ned. See Setion 3 for a disussion of dimension.Theorem 1.3. Let µ, ν be Borel probability measures on [0, 1] whih are invariantunder Tm, Tn, respetively, and m,n are not powers of the same integer. Then forevery π ∈ Π2,1 \ {πx, πy},

dim∗ π(µ × ν) = min{1,dim∗(µ × ν)}If µ, ν are exat dimensional then the above holds for dim instead of dim∗.Note that both the onjeture above and the theorem hold trivially in dimensionzero. From the theorem one proves the onjeture using the variational priniple torelate the dimension of sets and measures; see Setion 10.4.Theorem 1.3 also leads to a very short proof of the Rudolph-Johnson theorem (seeSetion 10.5): If m,n are not powers of the same integer, µ is a probability measure on



Loal entropy averages and projetions 5
[0, 1] invariant under both Tm and Tn, and all ergodi omponents have positive entropyfor one (equivalently both) of the maps, then µ =Lebesgue measure. Unfortunately,neither this proof nor our methods provide a hint on how to approah the long-standingonjeture about the entropy zero ase.For the next result we require some notation. For general de�nitions regardingIFSs see Setions 9, 11. Given a ontrating smooth map f on [0, 1], we let λ(f) =

− log(f ′(x)), where x is the �xed point of f . Furthermore, if I = {fi : i ∈ Λ} is aregular IFS (see Setion 11 for the de�nition), we let
L(I) = {λ(fx1 ◦ · · · ◦ fxn) : n ∈ N, x1, . . . , xn ∈ Λ}.Theorem 1.4. Let I(i) =

{
f

(i)
j : j ∈ Λi

}, i = 1, . . . , d be regular IFSs with attrator
Xi. Suppose the following holds:Minimality assumption. The set L(I1) × · · · × L(Id) is dense in the quotientspae (Rd,+)/∆, where ∆ is the diagonal subgroup of Rd.Then for any globally supported Gibbs measures µi on Xi orresponding to arbitraryHölder potentials, and for any projetion π(x) =

∑
i tixi with all ti nonzero,

dim (π(µ1 × · · · × µd)) = min(1,dim(µ1) + . . . + dim(µd)).A lassial result of R. Bowen shows that Hausdor� measure on a regular Cantor setis equivalent to a Gibbs measure for an appropriate potential. We therefore haveCorollary 1.5. If Xi are attrators of IFSs satisfying the hypotheses of the theorem,then(1.3) dim π(X1 × · · · × Xd) = min{1,dim X1 + . . . + dim Xd}The minimality ondition in Theorem 1.4 is satis�ed, for example, when there are
d rationally independent numbers among the numbers λ(f

(i)
j ). Thus Theorem 1.4(and its orollary) generalizes and extends the aforementioned results of Moreira [23℄,Peres-Shmerkin [29℄ and Nazarov-Peres-Shmerkin [27℄. We note that Theorem 1.4does not make any assumptions about the linear or non-linear nature of the IFSs,and neither does the proof, whih provides a uni�ed treatment of the known ases.We also remark that Moreira [private ommuniation℄ has shown that, for d = 2, theminimality assumption holds automatially when one of the IFS is not onjugated toa linear IFS. In the linear ase, however, the minimality assumption may fail to holdand is neessary; see [29℄ for a disussion.For self-similar sets and measures in Rd (see Setion 9), we have:Theorem 1.6. Let {fi : i ∈ Λ} be an iterated funtion system on Rd with the strongseparation ondition onsisting of similarities, and µ a self-similar measure on its at-trator. Let Oi denote the orthogonal part of the similarity fi and suppose that:Minimality assumption. The ation (by right omposition) of the semigroup gen-erated by Oi on Πd,k is topologially minimal, i.e. for some (equivalently any) π ∈ Πd,k



6 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinthe orbit
{πOi1 · · ·Oik : i1, . . . , ik ∈ Λ}is dense in Πd,k.Then for every C1 map g : suppµ → Rk without singular points, gµ is exat dimen-sional and

dim(gµ) = min(k,dim µ).It is well known that, under the strong separation ondition, for a self-similar set ofdimension α, the α-dimensional Hausdor� measure on X is equivalent to a self-similarmeasure. Therefore the theorem implies a version for sets:Corollary 1.7. If X is an attrator of an IFS satisfying the hypotheses of the theoremabove, then for every g ∈ C1(X) without singular points,
dim π(X) = min{k,dim X}.Finally, our methods also apply to ertain problems involving non-smooth maps.Reall that the biased Bernoulli onvolution with ontration 0 < t < 1 and weight

0 < p < 1 is the probability measure νp
t that is the distribution of the random realnumber ∑∞

n=0 ±tn, where the sign is hosen i.i.d. with probability p, 1 − p. One mayview this as the image of the produt measure (p, 1−p)N on {+,−}N under the Lipshitzmaps ϕt(x) =
∑

xntn.The following theorem may be inferred from deep existing results, but follows easilyfrom our methods:Theorem 1.8. The lower Hausdor� dimension dim∗ νt
p is lower semi-ontinuous in

(p, t).1.4. Loal dynamis and ontinuity of dimension. The proofs of Theorems 1.3,1.4, 1.6 onsist of two independent parts. The �rst is a semiontinuity result for themap π 7→ dim∗ πµ when µ is a measure displaying a ertain �loal dynamis�. Coupledwith the general result that dim∗ πµ has the expeted dimension for almost-every π,this provides an open dense set of projetions whih projet to nearly the expeteddimension. The seond part of the proof relies on some invariane of the measures(and hene of the set of good projetions) under a su�iently large group to show thatthis open set, being invariant, is in fat all of Πd,k or some large part of it. Whileall related works utilize largeness of this ation in one way or another, the ontinuityresult is new and is perhaps the main tehnial innovation of this paper. We outlinethese results next.The �loal dynamis� whih we require of a measure µ is, brie�y, that as one zoomsin to a typial point x, all the while re-saling the measure, one sees a sequene ofmeasures whih display stationary dynamis. More preisely, given a measure µ and
x ∈ suppµ, one an form a sequene of ubes Bn desending to x. For example, given



Loal entropy averages and projetions 7an integer b one an hoose the b-adi ells ontaining x (later it will be neessaryto work with more general ells; see Setion 7). Form the sequene of measures µx,nobtained by restriting µ to Bn, normalizing, and re-saling it bak to the unit ube.The sequene µx,n is sometimes alled the senery at x. Our assumption about µwill be that for µ-typial x, the senery sequene displays statistial regularity, i.e. isgeneri for some distribution P on measures, and P is independent of x.The limiting distribution P above is the distribution of a so-alled CP-hain (or aslight generalization of one), whih were introdued by Furstenberg in [12, 13℄ for thepurpose of studying some related problems. A CP-hain is a measure-valued Markovproess (µn)∞n=1, in whih µn are probability measures on the unit ube (or some other�xed ompat set), and, onditioned on µ1, the sequene µ2, µ3 . . . is the senery of
µ1 at a µ1-typial point. See Setion 7. Although CP-hains are quite speial objets,in fat many measures that arise in onformal dynamis have CP-hains assoiated tothem in a natural way, and are often equal to typial measures for CP-hains afterslight distortion.Similar notions for measures and sets have been studied by many authors, mostlywith the aim of lassifying measures and sets by their limiting loal behavior [15, 1, 2,20, 26, 25, 3℄. See [16℄ for a systemati disussion of CP-hains and their relation toother models of �fratal� measures.Returning to dimension of projetions, one might say that the disontinuity of dim πµin π is a result of the in�nitesimal nature of Hausdor� dimension. It is thereforedesirable to express, or at least bound, the dimension in terms of a �nite-sale quantity.For this purpose a useful quantity to onsider is entropy: For a measure ν on Rk de�nethe ρ-sale entropy of ν by

Hρ(ν) = −

∫
log (ν(Bρ(t))) dν(t)This measures how �spread out� ν is, and its behavior as ρ → 0 has been studied asan alternative notion of dimension (this is so-alled entropy or information dimension,whih again behaves disontinuously under projetions). Our key innovation is toobserve that, in the presene of loal dynamis, the (mean) behavior of this entropy ata �xed �nite sale an be used to bound the dimension of projetions of the measure.Theorem 1.9. Let µ be a measure on Rd, �x an integer base b ≥ 2 and let π ∈ Πd,k.Suppose that for µ-a.e. x,(1.4) lim inf

1

N

N∑

n=1

H1/b(πµx,n) > αwhere µx,n are the senery of µ at x along b-adi ells. Then
dim∗ πµ >

α

log b
−

Cd,k

log b
,



8 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinwhere the onstant depends only on d, k.The use of b-adi ells here is somewhat arbitrary, and we an (and will) sometimesuse other �ltrations.Observe now that Hρ(πν) is (almost) jointly ontinuous in π ∈ Πd,k and ν a proba-bility measures on the unit ube (atually, it is disontinuous at atomi measures, butthe error tends to zero as ρ → 0). Hene for b large enough, as π′ → π, if one replaes πwith π′ in (1.4), then the new averages also exeed α in the limit, and we obtain a lowerbound dimπ′µ > α for π′ lose enough to µ. Also note that for measures displayinggood loal dynamis, the limit (1.4) onverges to the mean value of H1/b(πν), with
ν distributed aording to the limiting CP-hain of µ. Combining Theorem 1.9 withsome additional analysis leads to the following theorem.Theorem 1.10. Let P be the distribution of an ergodi d-dimensional CP-hain. Thenfor every k there is a lower semi-ontinuous funtion E : Πd,k → R+ suh that:(1) E(π) = min(k, α) for almost every π ∈ Πd,k, where α is the P -almost suredimension of measures in the hain (See Lemma 7.9).(2) For a �xed π ∈ Πd,k,

dim∗ πµ = E(π) for P − a.e. µ.(3) There is a set M of measures with P (M) = 1, suh that, for µ ∈ M ,
dim∗ πµ ≥ E(π) for all π ∈ Πd,k.In fat, E(π) is the limit, as ρ → 0, of the mean values of the Hρ(πν), the meanbeing over ν under the distribution P .The following orollary is then immediate:Corollary 1.11. In the setting of Theorem 1.10, there exists a set M of measures with

P (M) = 1, suh that for every ε > 0 there is a dense open set Uε ⊆ Πd,k satisfying
dim∗ πµ > min(k, α) − ε for all π ∈ Uε, µ ∈ M.A weaker result for non-ergodi proesses is available, see Theorem 8.3 below.Sine di�erentiable maps are loally lose to linear ones, and limits of averages alongseneries at x depend only on the loal behavior of the measure near x. From this weobtain results on non-linear images of measures:Theorem 1.12. Let P be the distribution of an ergodi CP-hain. Fix π ∈ Πd,k. Thenfor P -almost every µ, the map g 7→ dim∗ gµ is lower semi-ontinuous at π in the C1topology.Furthermore, the modulus of ontinuity is uniform in µ: for every ε > 0 there isa δ > 0 so that for a.e. µ if g ∈ C1(suppµ, Rk) and ‖g − π‖C1 < δ then dim∗ gµ ≥

dim∗ πµ − ε.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 9Theorem 1.13. Let E : Πd,k → R be the funtion assoiated to an ergodi CP-hainas in Theorem 1.10 and let µ be typial measure for the hain.3 Then for every C1 map
g : suppµ → Rk without singular points,

dim∗ gµ ≥ essinfx∈supp µ E(Dxg)In fat, the above theorem as well as other results involving smooth funtions requireonly di�erentiability, but for simpliity we present the proofs in the C1 ase.A number of natural questions arise in onnetion with Theorem 1.10 and the almost-everywhere nature of results for CP-hains. In partiular, results whih, for eah π,hold almost surely do not a priori hold almost surely for all π. Another issue we do notresolve here is the behavior of the upper Hausdor� dimension. Some of these issues areaddressed in [16℄.1.5. Outline of the paper. Setion 2 introdues some general notation.Setion 3 realls the notions of entropy and dimension and some of their properties.In Setion 4 we study measures on trees and obtain bounds on the image of suh ameasure under a tree morphism.In Setion 5 we develop mahinery for lifting geometri maps between Eulideanspaes to morphisms between trees.Setion 6 disusses Bernoulli onvolutions and Theorem 1.8.In Setion 7 we de�ne (generalized) CP-hains.Setion 8 ontains semiontinuity results for images of typial measures for CP-hains.In Setions 9, 10 and 11 we prove Theorems 1.6, 1.3 and 1.4, respetively.2. General notation and onventions
N = {1, 2, 3 . . .}. In a metri spae, Br(x) denotes the losed ball of radius r around

x. We endow Rd with the sup norm ‖x‖ = max{|x1|, . . . |xd|} and the indued metri.All measures are Borel probability measures and all sets and funtions that we workwith are Borel unless otherwise noted. The family of Borel probability measures on ametri spae X (with the Borel σ-algebra) will be denoted P(X).Given a �nite measure µ on some spae and a measurable set A, we write
µA =

1

µ(A)
µ|A.This is the onditional probability of µ on A.We use the standard �big O� notation for asymptotis: x = Op(y) means that

x ≤ Cy, where C depends on the parameter p. Similarly x = Ωp(y) means y = Op(x),and x = Θp(y) means x = Op(y) and y = Op(x).3A priori the funtion E is de�ned only on Πd,k. However it an be extended to all linear funtions ina straightforward way so that Theorem 1.10 still holds. Alternatively, one an identify Dxg with theprojetion onto the k-plane orthogonal to the kernel of Dxg.



10 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinFor the reader's onveniene, we summarize our main notation and typographialonventions in the following table.
d Dimension of the ambient Eulidean spae.
k Dimension of the range of a projetion.
Πd,k Spae of projetions from Rd to k-dimensional subspaes.
π Orthogonal projetions.
f, g, h Morphisms between trees (Setion 4.1), di�erentiable maps.
α, β, γ Dimension of fratal sets and measures.
µ, ν, η, τ Probability measures.
P,Q Probability distributions on large spaes (e.g. spaes of measures).
dim Hausdor� dimension of a set, exat dimension of a measure.
dim∗,dim∗ Upper/lower Hausdor� dimension of measures (Setion 3.1).
dim,dim Upper/lower pointwise dimension of a measure (Setion 3.1 ).
dime, dime Upper/lower Entropy dimension of a measure (Setion 3.3).
Hρ(·) ρ-sale entropy of a measure (Setion 3.3).
H(µ,P),H(X) Entropy of µ w.r.t. partition P [of random variable X℄ (Setion 3.3).
Λ,ΛX Symbol set of a tree [or of the tree X℄; index set of an IFS.
Db,Db(x) b-adi ell [ontaining x℄ (Setion 3.2).
X,Y Tree (Setion 4.1) or attrators of an IFS (Setion 9.1, 11.1).
x, y Points in tree or attrators of an IFS.
a, b Finite words.
[a], [b] Cylinder sets in a tree.
A∗ Re-saled version of A (Setion 7.2).
TA Re-saling homothety, mapping A to A∗ (Setion 7.2).
µA Conditional measure on A (Setion 7.3).
µA Conditional measure on A, re-saled to A∗ (Setion 7.3).
∆, E Partition operator and family of boxes (Setion 7.4).
U ,Uε Subsets (often open) of Πd,k or C1(Rd, Rk).3. Dimension and entropyWe denote the Hausdor� dimension of a set A by dim A. Faloner's books [5℄, [6℄are good introdutions to Hausdor� measure and dimension. In this setion we olletsome basi fats about dimension and entropy of measures.3.1. Hausdor� and loal dimension of measures. Let µ be a Borel measure on ametri spae X. The upper and lower Hausdor� dimensions of µ are given by

dim∗(µ) = inf{dim(A) : µ(X\A) = 0},

dim∗(µ) = inf{dim(A) : µ(A) > 0}.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 11The upper and lower loal dimensions of µ at a point x are given by
dim(µ, x) = lim sup

r→0

log µ(Br(x))

log r
,

dim(µ, x) = lim inf
r→0

log µ(Br(x))

log r
.Clearly dim(µ, x) ≤ dim(µ, x). The loal dimension of µ at x exists if dim(µ, x) =

dim(µ, x), and is equal to their ommon value. If the loal dimension of µ exists andis onstant µ-almost everywhere, µ is exat dimensional, and the almost sure loaldimension is denoted dim µ. Whenever we write dim µ, we are impliitly assumingthat µ is exat dimensional. Note that dim∗ µ = dim∗ µ does not imply that µ is exatdimensional.We reord a few basi fats about lower dimension.Lemma 3.1. Let µ be a Borel measure on a metri spae.(1)
dim∗(µ) = sup{α : dim(µ, x) ≥ α for µ-a.e.x}.(2) If P is a distribution on measures and µ =

∫
νdP (ν), then

dim∗ µ ≥ essinfν∼P dim∗ ν(3) If µ, ν are equivalent measures (i.e. mutually absolutely ontinuous), then
dim∗ µ = dim∗ ν.Proof. See e.g. [6, Proposition 10.2℄ for the �rst assertion; the last two are easy onse-quenes of the de�nition. �3.2. p-adi ells and regular �ltrations. Given an integer base p ≥ 2, we denoteby Dp the partition of Rd into ubes of the form I1 × . . . × Id with Ii = [kp , k+1

p ). Notethat Dpk , k = 1, 2, . . . form a re�ning sequene of partitions that separates points. Aube in ⋃∞
k=1 Dpk is alled a p-adi ube.A sequene F = (Fn)∞n=1 of partitions of a region in Rd is ρ-regular if, for someonstant C > 1, every B ∈ Fn ontains a ball of radius ρn/C and is ontained in a ballof radius C · ρn. For example, this assumption is satis�ed by Fn = Dpn with ρ = 1/p.For a partition D of E ⊆ Rd and x ∈ E, we write D(x) for the unique partitionelement ontaining x.The proof of the following an be found in [31, Theorem 15.3℄:Lemma 3.2. Let µ be a measure on Rd and F = (Fn)∞n=1 a ρ-regular �ltration. Thenfor µ-a.e. x,

dim(µ, x) = lim sup
n→∞

log µ(Fn(x))

n log ρ
,

dim(µ, x) = lim inf
n→∞

log µ(Fn(x))

n log ρ
.



12 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkin3.3. Entropy and entropy dimension. The various notions of dimension aim toquantify the degree to whih a measure is �spread out�. One an also quantify thisusing entropy. Given a probability measure µ on a metri spae X, the r-sale entropyof µ is
Hr(µ) = −

∫
log(µ(Br(x)) dµ(x).The upper and lower entropy dimensions of µ are de�ned as

dime(µ) = lim sup
r→0

Hr(µ)

− log r
,

dime(µ) = lim inf
r→0

Hr(µ)

− log r
.Clearly dimeµ ≤ dimeµ.Entropy dimensions an also be de�ned in terms of entropies of partitions. Reallthat if µ is a probability measure and Q is a �nite or ountable partition, then

H(µ,Q) = −
∑

Q∈Q

µ(Q) log µ(Q),with the onvention that 0 log 0 = 0. This quantity is alled the Shannon entropyof the partition Q. When X is a random variable taking �nitely many values, itindues a �nite partition of the underlying probability spae. We then write H(X)for the Shannon entropy of this partition, with respet to the assoiated probabilitymeasure. For the basi properties of Shannon entropy, and in partiular the de�nitionand properties of onditional entropy, see [4℄.Next, we speialize to Rd.Lemma 3.3. Let µ be a probability measure on Rd and p ≥ 2. Then there exists aonstant C = C(d, p) suh that for all k ∈ N,
|Hp−k(µ) − H(µ,Dpk)| ≤ C.In partiular,

dime(µ) = lim sup
k→∞

H(µ,Dpk)

k log p
,

dime(µ) = lim inf
k→∞

H(µ,Dpk)

k log p
.Proof. This is proved for p = 2 in [30, Lemma 2.3℄; the general ase is exatly analogous.

�The following proposition summarizes some of the relations between the di�erentnotions of dimension. Proofs an be found in [7℄.Proposition 3.4. Let µ be a measure on Rn. Then:(3.1) dim∗(µ) ≤ dime(µ) ≤ dime(µ).



Loal entropy averages and projetions 13If µ is exat dimensional, then(3.2) dim∗(µ) = dim∗(µ) = dime(µ) = dime(µ) = dim µ.The next two lemmas establish some ontinuity properties of Hr(µ)Lemma 3.5. Let µ be a probability measure on Rd, and �x a onstant C > 0. Then
|Hr(µ) − HCr(µ)| = OC,d(1) for all r > 0.Proof. See [30, Lemma 2.3℄. �Lemma 3.6. Let µ be a probability measure on the unit ball B1(0), and let π ∈ Πd,k.Then for any C1 funtion g : Rd → Rk suh that supx ‖Dxg − π‖∞ < r,

|Hr(πµ) − Hr(gµ)| = Od,k(1).Proof. After a translation we an assume g(0) = 0. Then it is easy to see that
π−1(Br(x)) ⊆ g−1(BOd,k(r)(x))and similarly with π and g exhanged. The lemma now follows from Lemma 3.5. �3.4. Behavior of measures under orthogonal projetions. The family Πd,k oforthogonal projetions from Rd to its k-dimensional subspaes may be identi�ed withthe Grassmanian of k-planes in Rd, with V ⊆ Rd orresponding to the projetion to

V . This endows Πd,k with a smooth struture, and hene a measure lass (there isalso a natural measure, invariant under the ation by the orthogonal group, but we donot have use for it). Di�erent projetions have di�erent images, but it is onvenientto identify them all with Rk via an a�ne hange of oordinates, whih we speify asneeded. Suh an identi�ation is harmless sine it does not a�et any of the notions ofdimension that we use.If E ⊆ Rn is a Borel set, then the well-known projetion theorem of Marstrand-Mattila says that
dim(π(E)) = min(k,dim(E)),for almost every projetion π ∈ Πd,k. Hunt and Kaloshin [17℄ established the analogousresults for dimensions of a measure [17, Theorem 4.1℄. In partiular we shall use thefollowing:Theorem 3.7. Let µ be an exat-dimensional measure on Rd. Then for almost everyprojetion π ∈ Πd,k the projetion πµ is exat dimensional, and

dim(πµ) = min(k,dim µ).Corollary 3.8. Let µ be an exat-dimensional probability measure on Rd. Then foralmost every π ∈ Πd,k,(3.3) lim
r→0

−
Hr(πµ)

log r
= min(k,dim µ)



14 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinProof. This follows from Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 3.7. �If µ is a measure on Rd, then for every π ∈ Πd,k and x ∈ supp(πµ) we have
dim(πµ, πx) ≤ dim(π, x). In partiular, if dimµ = α, then dim(πµ, y) ≤ α for (πµ)-a.e.
y. Also, dim(µ, x) ≤ d almost everywhere.Finally, ombining the above with Lemma 3.1(1), we have:Corollary 3.9. If µ is an exat-dimensional measure on Rd and f : Rd → Rk is adi�erentiable map, then in order to prove that

dim fµ = min{k,dim µ},it su�es to prove that
dim∗ fµ ≥ min{k,dim µ}.4. Trees, loal entropy and dimensionIn this setion we use entropy and martingale methods to bound from below thedimension of the image fµ of a measure µ under a map f . While simple, the resultappears to be new; it may be viewed as a variant of the relative Shannon-MMillan-Breiman with stationarity replaed by an assumption of onvergene of ertain averages,and with very few requirements of the �fator� map. It may also be viewed as a relativeversion of [13, Theorem 2.1℄. Here we formulate the result for morphisms between trees.In the next setion we disuss how to lift more general maps to suh morphisms.4.1. Trees and tree morphisms. A tree is a losed subset X ⊆ ΛN. Here Λ is a�nite set alled the alphabet or the symbol set. We usually do not speify the symbolset of a tree and write it generially as Λ; if we wish to be spei� we write ΛX ,ΛY ,et.A tree is a ompat metrizable totally disonneted spae. A basis of losed andopen sets of ΛN (and, in the relative topology, for X) is provided by the ylinder sets.An n-ylinder is a set of the form

[a] = {x ∈ X : x1 . . . xn = a}for a ∈ Λn, and an n-ylinder in a tree X is the intersetion of X with suh a set.The ylinders form a ountable family whih is partially ordered by inlusion, andthis order struture determines X up to isomorphism (see below for the de�nition of atree morphism). Conversely, any ountable partially ordered set satisfying the obviousaxioms gives rise to a tree, and we shall sometimes represent a tree in this way.There is a losely related representation of a trees as sets of words. Write Λ∗ =⋃∞
n=0 Λn (we write ∅ for the empty word). A tree X ⊆ Λ∗ is haraterized by the set

{a ∈ Λ∗ : [a] ∩ X 6= ∅}.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 15In this representation we all the sequene a ∈ Λn a node of the tree. Its length is n(denoted |a|). If b ∈ Λ and ab is in the tree then ab is the hild of a and a is the parentof ab. We shall sometimes use the notation
ak

1 = a1a2 . . . akto represent the initial k-segment of a longer word a.De�nition 4.1. If X,Y are trees then a morphism is a map f : X → Y that maps
n-ylinders into n-ylinders, i.e. for all a ∈ Λn

X there exists b ∈ Λn
Y suh that f [a] ⊆ [b].In the symboli representation of trees this orresponds to a map g : Λ∗

X → Λ∗
Ysatisfying g(a1 . . . an) = g(a1 . . . an−1)b for some b ∈ ΛY .4.2. Loal entropy averages and mass deay. Let µ be a Borel probability measureon a tree X. For x ∈ X denote by µ(·|xn

1 ) the onditional measure on the symbol set
Λ given by

µ(xn+1|x
n
1 ) =

µ[xn+1
1 ]

µ[xn
1 ]

.This is de�ned only when µ[xn
1 ] > 0. The n-th information funtion is
In(x) = − log µ(xn|x

n−1
1 ).Thus for x ∈ X,(4.1) − log µ[x1 . . . xn] =

n∑

k=1

Ik(x).Let Xn be the random variable given by projetion from X to the n-th oordinateand Fn the σ-algebra generated by the X1,X2, . . . ,Xn, i.e. by the n-ylinders. Then
H(Xn+1|x

n
1 ) = E(In+1|Fn)(x).Lemma 4.2. For µ-a.e. x,

−
1

N
log µ[xn

1 ] −
1

N

N∑

n=1

H(Xn|x
n−1
1 ) → 0.Proof. Using (4.1) we an write this expression as

1

N

N∑

n=1

(In − E(In|Fn−1)) (x).This is an average of uniformly L2-bounded martingale di�erenes, so by the Law ofLarge Numbers for martingale di�erenes (see e.g. [8, Theorem 3 in Chapter 9℄), itonverges to 0 a.e. �Now suppose f : X → Y is a tree morphism, and denote by f also the induedsymboli map Λ∗
X → Λ∗

Y . Let ν = fµ, de�ne the onditional measures ν(·|yn
1 ), yi ∈ ΛY ,



16 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinas above, and let Yn denote the oordinate funtions on Y . Sine f is a morphism, wealso have the onditional measures ν(·|xn
1 ) on ΛY given by

ν(b|xn−1
1 ) =

∑

a∈ΛX : f(xn−1
1 a)=f(xn−1

1 )b

µ(a|xn−1
1 ),and we have the orresponding entropy

H(Yn|x
n−1
1 ).Note that ν(·|xn−1

1 ) an also be thought of as the push-forward fµ(·|xn−1
1 ), whih iswell de�ned as a measure on ΛY beause f is a tree morphism.Theorem 4.3. Suppose that

lim inf
1

N

N∑

n=1

H(Yn|x
n−1
1 ) ≥ αfor µ-a.e. x. Then for ν-a.e. y we have

lim inf
1

n
(− log ν[yn−1

1 ]) ≥ α.Proof. It is onvenient to identify (Y, ν) with a sub-σ-algebra G of (X,µ), and think of
Yn as random variables on X. We write Gn for the σ-algebra generated by Y1, . . . , Yn,so G =

∨
Gn. Note that Gn ⊆ Fn.By the lemma above, it su�es to show that(4.2) lim inf

N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

H(Yn|y
n−1
1 ) ≥ α

µ-a.e. De�ne hn : X → R+ by
hn(x) = H(Yn|x

n−1
1 )Sine ν(·|yn−1

1 ) is the mean of the distributions ν(·|xn−1
1 ) over all x ∈ f−1y, the on-avity of the entropy funtion in the distribution implies

H(Yn|y
n−1
1 ) ≥ E(hn | Gn−1),and both are Gn−1-measurable. On the other hand,

1

N

N∑

n=1

(E(hn | Gn−1) − E(hn | G)) → 0sine these are averages of bounded martingale di�erenes. By the hypothesis,
lim inf

1

N

N∑

n=1

hn ≥ α,



Loal entropy averages and projetions 17so, onditioning on G,
lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

E(hn | G) ≥ α.Combining this with the two previous inequalities, we have
lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

H(Yn|y
n−1
1 ) ≥ lim inf

N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

E(hn | G) ≥ α,whih is what we wanted. �4.3. Metri trees. For 0 < ρ < 1, a ρ-tree is a tree X together with the ompatiblemetri
dρ(x, y) = ρmin{n :xn 6=yn}.Note that if X is a ρ-tree and Y is a τ -tree then a tree morphism X → Y is ρ/τ -Hölder.In partiular if τ = ρ then it is Lipshitz.In a ρ-tree the diameter of an n-ylinder is ρn, and

Br(x) = [x1 . . . xk],where k =
⌈

log r
log ρ

⌉. Thus if µ is a measure on X then
lim inf
n→∞

log µ(Br(x))

log r
= lim inf

n→∞

log µ([x1 . . . xn])

n log ρ
,and likewise for lim sup. In partiular, 3.1(1) yieldsLemma 4.4. If µ is a measure on a ρ-tree X suh that

lim inf
n→∞

(
−

log µ([x1 . . . xn])

n

)
≥ α µ-a.e.,then dim∗ µ ≥ α

log ρ .The metri we hoose for a tree is somewhat arbitrary, and we may hange it at ouronveniene, but one must note that this leads to a re-saling of dimensions.Reall the de�nition of Hρ(µ) for a measure µ on a metri spae (setion 3.3). Inthe ase of a ρ-tree X with a probability measure µ we see, writing again Xn for theoordinate funtions, that
Hρ(µ) = H(X1),and more generally,

Hρn+1(µ[x1...xn]) = H(Xn+1|x1 . . . xn),where µA = 1
µ(A)µ|A as usual. If f : X → Y is a morphism of ρ-trees and ν = fµ, wehave

Hρn+1(fµ[x1...xn]) = H(Yn+1|x1 . . . xn).We an thus re-formulate Theorem 4.3 as follows:



18 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinTheorem 4.5. Let X,Y be ρ-trees and f : X → Y a tree morphism, and let µ be aprobability measure on X. If
lim inf

1

N

N∑

n=1

Hρn+1(fµ[x1...xn]) ≥ αfor µ-a.e. x, then
dim∗ fµ ≥

α

log(1/ρ)
.The signi�ane of this theorem is that one obtains a lower bound on the dimensionof the image measure fµ, in terms of an asymptoti property of the measure µ inthe domain. Beause the map is not one-to-one, a lot of struture is destroyed inthe passage from µ to fµ, and it may be impossible to �nd enough struture in fµto analyze it diretly. Instead, this theorem allows one to use strutural informationabout µ and the way f ats on ylinder sets in order to bound dim∗ fµ from below.5. Lifting maps to tree morphismsIn order to make use of the last setion's results it is neessary to lift topologialmaps (between trees, Eulidean domains, or a mixture of the two) to tree morphisms.This tehnial setion provides the tools for this.5.1. Base-p representation. Given p ≥ 2 one an represent [0, 1] using a p-regulartree: u : {0, . . . , p − 1}N → [0, 1] is given by

u(x) =
∞∑

n=1

p−nxn.We shall always give the full tree {0, . . . , p−1}N the metri d1/p, under whih u beomes
1-Lipshitz. Similarly the base-p representation of the ube [0, 1]d is given by the tree
({0, . . . , p− 1}d)N with the map (x1, . . . , xd) 7→ (u(x1), . . . , u(xd)) and the metri d1/p,under whih this map is again 1-Lipshitz with respet to the ‖·‖∞-norm on the range.5.2. Faithful maps. Below we introdue a lass of maps whih do not distort dimen-sion very muh.De�nition 5.1. Let X be a ρ-tree. A map f : X → Rd is C-faithful if for eah n andeah a ∈ Λn the following onditions hold:(1) Multipliity: No point in f [a] is overed by more than C sets f [ab], b ∈ Λ.(2) Deay: f [a] ontains a ball of radius (C−1ρ)n and is ontained in a ball ofradius (Cρ)n.For example, the base-p oding of [0, 1]d is C-faithful for C = 2d.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 19The seond ondition in the de�nition implies that a C-faithful map of a ρ-tree is
(1 − log C

log(1/ρ) )-Hölder. Therefore, if µ is a measure on X, then
dim∗(fµ) ≤

log(1/ρ)

log(1/ρ) − log C
dim∗ µ.In appliations, C will be independent of ρ and we will be free to hoose ρ to be verysmall (for example, representing points in [0, 1]k using a large base); then the boundabove approahes dim∗ µ. Similarly, the following provides a lower bound:Proposition 5.2. Let µ be a measure on a ρ-tree X and suppose f : X → Rd is

C-faithful. Then
dim∗(fµ) ≥ dim∗(µ) −

OC,d(1)

log(1/ρ)
.Proof. We use the haraterization of dim∗ given in Lemma 3.1(1). Given ε > 0,Egorov's theorem yields a losed set Eε ⊆ X of measure at least 1 − ε suh that

lim inf
r↓0

log µ|Eε(Br(x))

log r
≥ dim∗(µ) uniformly in x ∈ Eε.Sine it is enough to prove the desired result for f(µ|Eε) for eah ε > 0, we an assumewithout loss of generality that there is uniformity already for µ and, in partiular, thereis N ∈ N suh that(5.1) µ[a] ≤ ρ(dim∗(µ)−1)nwhenever a ∈ Λn with n ≥ N .Fix x ∈ X and write y = f(x). Pik n ≥ N , and let

Φ = {a ∈ Λn : f [a] ∩ Bρn(y) 6= ∅}.By the deay hypothesis, eah f [a], a ∈ Φ, ontains a ball of radius (C−1ρ)n and isontained in a ball of radius (Cρ)n. In partiular, f [a] ⊂ B(1+2Cn)ρn(y). On the otherhand, by the multipliity assumption, no point an be overed by more than Cn of thesets f [a], a ∈ Φ. Hene, writing λ for Lebesgue measure on Rd, we have
1

Cn
(C−1ρ)nd|Φ| ≤

λ
(⋃

a∈Φ f [a]
)

λ(B1(0))
≤ ((1 + 2Cn)ρn)d .Therefore |Φ| ≤ exp(OC,d(n)), and using (5.1) we dedue that

(fµ)(Bρn(y)) ≤ |Φ|max
a∈Φ

µ[a] ≤ ρ
n·(dim∗(µ)−

OC,d(1)

log(1/ρ)
)
.Letting n → ∞ we onlude that

dim(fµ, y) ≥ dim∗(µ) −
OC,d(1)

log(1/ρ)
.In light of Lemma 3.1(1), this yields the desired result. �



20 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinNote that if X is a ρ-tree then for a ∈ Λn,
Hρn+1(µ[a]) = −

∑

b∈Λ

µ[a][ab] log µ[a][ab],i.e. this is the Shannon entropy of µ[a] with respet to the partition indued from a'shildren.The importane of the following estimate is that it is independent of ρ.
Proposition 5.3. Let µ be a measure on a ρ-tree X and suppose f : X → Rk is
C-faithful. Then for any n-ylinder a,

∣∣Hρn+1(µ[a]) − Hρn+1(fµ[a])
∣∣ < OC,k(1).

Proof. Sine f |[a] is a C-faithful map on the ρ-tree [a] (with the re-saled metri
ρ−ndρ(·, ·)) we may without loss of generality assume that n = 0, a = empty word, sowe must prove

|Hρ(µ) − Hρ(fµ)| < OC,k(1).Notie that
Hρ(µ) = −

∫
log(µ[x1])dµ(x),

Hρ(fµ) = −

∫
log µ(Bf

ρ (x))dµ(x),where
Bf

ρ (x) = f−1(Bρ(f(x)).By the deay assumption in De�nition 5.1, f [x1] is ontained in a ball of radius Cρ,and therefore [x1] ⊆ Bf
Cρ(x), whene HCρ(fµ) ≤ Hρ(µ). It then follows from Lemma3.5 that

Hρ(fµ) − Hρ(µ) ≤ OC,k(1).For the other inequality, let
Λ(a) = {b ∈ Λ : dist(f [a], f [b]) < ρ}.A volume argument like the one in the proof of Proposition 5.2 yields that b ∈ Λbelongs to at most OC,k(1) of the sets Λ(a). Sine learly

Bf
ρ (x) ⊆

⋃

a∈Λ(x1)

[a],



Loal entropy averages and projetions 21we an estimate
Hρ(µ) − Hρ(fµ) =

∫
log

(
µBf

ρ (x)

µ[x1]

)
dµ(x)

≤

∫
µBf

ρ (x)

µ[x1]
dµ(x)

≤

∫ ∑
b∈Λ(x1) µ[b]

µ[x1]
dµ(x)

=
∑

a∈Λ

∑

b∈Λ(a)

µ[b]

≤ OC,k(1). �5.3. Lifting maps to tree morphisms. The following tehnial result deomposesa map into a tree morphism, whih is easier to analyze, and a faithful map, whih byProposition 5.2 has little e�et on dimension.Theorem 5.4. Let X be a ρ-tree and f : X → Rk an L-Lipshitz map. Then there isa ommutative diagram
X

g
- Y

Rk

h

?

f
-where:(1) Y is a ρ-tree.(2) g is a tree morphism.(3) h is Ok,L(1)-faithful.(4) If µ is a measure on X, then for any n-ylinder [a] ⊆ X,

∣∣Hρn+1(fµ[a]) − Hρn+1(gµ[a])
∣∣ = Ok,L(1).Proof. We �rst note that by resaling the metri on the range Rk, we may assume that

f is 1-Lipshitz. This resaling a�ets the impliit onstants in the O notation, but aswe allow them to depend on L, we obtain an equivalent statement.The onstrution of Y and the assoiated maps onsists of two parts.Step 1: onstrution of Y and h. Sine f is 1-Lipshitz and diam X = 1, we mayassume that the image is ontained in [0, 1]k . Note that the ube Q = [0, 1]k has theproperty that, given N , it an be overed by 2kNk losed ubes Q0, . . . , Q2kNk−1 ⊆ Qsuh that
• Eah Qi has side length 1/N ,
• No point in Q is overed by more than 2k + 1 of the ubes Qi,
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• If Q′ ⊆ Q is a ube of side length ≤ 1

2N , then Q′ ⊆ Qi for some i.The same holds for any other ube, with side lengths saled appropriately.For example, for k = 1 over [0, 1] by 2N intervals of length 1/N starting at therational points i/2N .Let {Nn} be an integer sequene taking values in {⌊ρ−1⌋, ⌊ρ−1⌋ + 1}, suh that for
Pn =

∏n
i=1 Ni we have 1

2 ≤ ρnPn ≤ 1 (if 1/ρ ∈ N we an take Nn = 1/ρ and then
Pn = ρ−n).Let Y be the tree suh that eah vertex of level n has 2kNk

n o�spring, numbered
0, . . . , 2kNk

n − 1 (when 1/ρ ∈ N this is a regular tree).We indutively onstrut a map h̃ whih assigns to eah ylinder set [a] ⊆ Y aube h̃[a] ⊆ [0, 2]k of side length 2P−1
n . We start by h̃[∅] = [0, 2]k. Suppose that Q =

h̃[y1 . . . yn] has been de�ned and is a ube of side length 2P−1
n . Let Q0 . . . Q2Nk

n+1−1 ⊆ Qbe the sub-ubes of Q with properties analogous to those listed above for the unit ube.For y ∈ {0, . . . , 2Nk
n+1 − 1} set h̃([y1 . . . yny]) = Qy.Finally, this de�nes h by

{h(y)} =
∞⋂

n=1

h̃[y1 . . . yn].It is easy to see that, sine h respets inlusion for ylinder sets, the intersetion of theright-hand side is a single point. From the onstrution it is easy to hek that h is
Ok(1)-faithful.Step 2: de�ning the morphism g : X → Y . It is more onvenient to work withthe symboli representation: we de�ne a morphism g : Λ∗

X → Λ∗
Y so that f [a] ⊆ h̃[g(a)].This learly implies that f = hg.We proeed by indution on the word length. Start with g(∅) = ∅ (orresponding to

g(X) ⊆ Y ). Suppose we have de�ned g(x1 . . . xn) = y1 . . . yn and the ube h̃[y1 . . . yn],whih has side length 2P−1
n , ontains f [x1 . . . xn]. Sine f is 1-Lipshitz, for eah

a ∈ ΛX the set f [x1 . . . xna] is ontained in a ube of side length ρn+1 ≤ P−1
n+1, i.e.

1/2Nn+1 times the side length of h̃[y1 . . . yn]. Thus by onstrution of h̃ there is atleast one b ∈ {0, . . . , 2Nk
n+1 − 1} suh that the ube h̃[y1 . . . ynb] ontains f [x1 . . . xna];set g(x1 . . . xna) = y1 . . . ynb.This ompletes the onstrution of Y and of g, h.Finally, the entropy estimate is a onsequene of the ommutativity of the diagram,the faithfulness of h and Proposition 5.3. �6. Semiontinuity of dimension: Bernoulli onvolutionsAs a warm-up we demonstrate in this setion how the methods introdued so far anbe used to obtain semi-ontinuity of the Hausdor� dimension of Bernoulli onvolutionsin the parameter spae (Theorem 1.8). Reall that for 0 < t, p < 1 the Bernoulli



Loal entropy averages and projetions 23onvolution νp
t is the distribution of the random real number

∞∑

n=0

±tnwhere the signs are hosen i.i.d. with marginal distribution (p, 1 − p). The parameter
t is alled the ontration ratio.Bernoulli onvolutions have been studied extensively. It is known that, with p = 1

2 ,almost every t ∈ [12 , 1) leads to a measure whih is absolutely ontinuous with respetto Lebesgue (in partiular, it has dimension 1), with similar results available for othervalues of p in a smaller range of t. See [28℄ and referenes therein for further bakground.Theorem 1.8 an be inferred from a ombination of existing results. In [30℄ it isshown that dime(ν
p
t ) exists and is given by the supremum over a ountable family ofontinuous funtions of t and p, implying that dime(ν

p
t ) is lower semiontinuous in t, p.On the other hand it is a rather deep fat that νp

t is exat-dimensional; see [9℄ fora areful argument. Combining these with Proposition 3.4, we �nd that dim(νp
t ) islower-semiontinuous. Theorem 1.8 provides a diret argument for the semiontinuityof Hausdor� dimension. We note that a simple ergodiity argument in the oding spaeshows that dim∗(ν

p
t ) = dim∗(νp

t ) for all t, p, so the result for lower Hausdor� dimensionimplies it for the Hausdor� dimension.Proof of Theorem 1.8. Fix (t0, p0) ∈ (0, 1) × (0, 1) and ε > 0, and hoose N suh that
HtN0

(
νp0

t0

)

N log(1/t0)
> dime(ν

p0
t0 ) − ε.Write Λ = {−1, 1}N . Given u = (u0, . . . , uN−1) ∈ Λ, let Pt(u) =

∑N−1
i=0 uit

i, and de�ne
πt : ΛN → R by

πt(x) =

∞∑

i=0

Pt(xi) tiN .Let µp be the produt measure on ΛN whose marginal is
µp([u]) = p|{i:ui=1}|(1 − p)|{i:ui=−1}| for u ∈ Λ.Then νp

t = πt(µ
p). It is not hard to hek that (t, p) 7→ HtN (νp

t ) is ontinuous. Thusthere is a small square Q = [t0 − δ, t0 + δ] × [p0 − δ, p0 + δ] (with δ depending only on
ε sine N = N(ε)) suh that, for (t, p) ∈ Q,

γ := N log(1/t)
(
dime(ν

p0
t0 ) − 2ε

)
≤ HtN (νp

t ).Fix (t, p) ∈ Q, write µ = µp and π = πt, and set ρ = tN . To omplete the proof, it isenough to show that
dim∗(ν

p
t ) ≥ dim∗(ν

p0
t0 ) − 2ε − O(1/N).



24 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinThe impliit onstant in O(1/N) will depend on t0, but sine N an be taken arbitrarilylarge given (p0, t0), this is of no onsequene.Note that, thinking of X = ΛN as a ρ-tree, πt beomes Lipshitz and we an applyTheorem 5.4 to obtain X
g
−→ Y

h
−→ R.Sine µ is a produt measure, we may identify µ[a] and µ under the natural identi�-ation of [a] with the full tree. Also,

πµ[a] = Sπµ,where S : R → R is a homothety that sales by t−N |a|. Sine translations do not hangeentropies, we onlude
Hρ|a|+1

(
πµ[a]

)
≥ γ.By Theorem 5.4,

Hρ|a|+1

(
gµ[a]

)
≥ γ − O(1).This holds uniformly for all a ∈ Λ∗. Hene, using Theorem 4.5,

dim∗(gµ) ≥
1

log(1/ρ)
(γ − O(1)).Finally, by Proposition 5.2,

dim∗(ν
p
t ) ≥ dim∗ gµ −

O(1)

N log(1/t)

≥
γ − O(1)

N log(1/t)

≥ dime(ν
p0
t0 ) − 2ε − O(1/N)

≥ dim∗(ν
p0
t0

) − 2ε − O(1/N),where we used Proposition 3.4 in the last line. This ompletes the proof. �7. CP-hains and loal dynamisIn this setion we formalize the notion of loal dynamis of a measure along a �l-tration. We then introdue a slight generalization of Furstenberg's CP-hains, whihprovide a rih supply of measures with good loal dynamis.We adopt the onvention that ameasure refers to a probability measure on Eulideanspae or a tree. We use the term distribution for probability measures on larger spaes,suh as the spae of measures, sequene spaes over measures, et.This setion uses some basi notions from ergodi theory. A good introdutoryreferene is [35℄.7.1. Generi sequenes. Let M be a ompat metri spae (whih, later on, weusually do not speify) and denote by T the shift map on MN. A sequene µ =
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(µn)∞n=1 ∈ MN is generi if the sequene of distributions

AN (µ, T ) =
1

N

N∑

n=1

δT nµonverges in the weak-* topology, as N → ∞, to some distribution P ∈ P(MN) (notethat these distributions are the uniform measure on the initial N points of the orbitof µ under T ). Equivalently, there is a distribution P ∈ P(MN) suh that, for any
f ∈ C(MN),

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

f(T nµ) →

∫
fdP.When it exists, the limit distribution P is T -invariant. Similarly, µ is totally generi iffor eah q ≥ 1, the orresponding average

AN (µ, T q) =
1

N

N−1∑

n=0

δT qnµonverges as N → ∞ to a distribution Pq . In general, total generiity is stronger thangeneriity.An ergodi T -invariant distribution P on MN deomposes under T q into q′ ergodiomponents for some q′|q, and these omponents average to P . When µ is generi for
P and the averages lim AN (µ, T q) onverge to a distribution Pq, then Pq is invariantunder T q so it is a onvex ombination of these q omponents. Thus,

1

q

q−1∑

i=0

T iPq = P.This implies the following lemma whih we reord for later use:Lemma 7.1. Suppose µ ∈ MN is generi for P ∈ P(MN). Let q > 1 and suppose that
AN (µ, T q) → Q. Let f ∈ C(MN). Then there is an i ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} suh that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

f(T i+qnµ) ≥

∫
fdPProof. Immediate from the fat that P = 1

q

∑q
i=0 T iQ. �7.2. Boxes and saled measures. A d-dimensional box is a produt of d intervalsof positive length, eah of whih may be open, losed or half-open. The eentriity ofa box is the ratio of the lengths of the longest and shortest side.A box is normalized if its volume is 1 and its �lower left orner�, i.e. the lexio-graphially minimal point in its losure, is at the origin. For instane [0, 1]d and (0, 1)dare normalized. Every box B an be saled and translated in a unique way to give anormalized box, whih we denote B∗. We also de�ne the linear operator TB by

TB(x) =
1

vol B
(x − min B),



26 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinwhere min refers to the lexiographial ordering. Thus B∗ = TBB.Reall that for a measure µ and box B with µ(B) > 0 we write
µB =

1

µ(B)
µ|B,whih is a probability measure supported on B. We also de�ne

µB = TB(µB) =
1

µ(B)
TB(µ|B).This is a probability measure supported on B∗. We all this the re-saled version of

µB .7.3. Dynamis along �ltrations. Suppose now that we are given a ρ-regular se-quene of re�ning partitions F = (Fn)∞n=1 of a box B into sub-boxes. For µ supportedon B and x ∈ suppµ we write Fn(x) for the element of Fn ontaining x. De�ne
µx,n = µFn(x)and
µx,n = µFn(x)In this way, for eah µ and x we obtain sequenes of measures (µx,n)∞n=1 and (µx,n)∞n=1.The former sequene does not exhibit interesting dynamis, sine the support of themeasures dereases to a point. However, elements of the latter sequene have beenre-saled and the sequene potentially exhibits interesting dynamis. Beause the �l-tration is ρ-regular the eentriities of Fn(x) are bounded, so there is a boundedregion of Rd supporting all the measures µx,n. Thus all the µx,n belong to some weak-∗ompat set in the spae of measures.De�nition 7.2. Given a measure µ on Rd and a ρ-regular sequene F = (Fn)∞n=1 ofpartitions, µ generates a distribution P ∈ P(MN) at x if (µx,n)∞n=1 is totally generifor P . It generates P along F if it generates P at µ-a.e. point.We reord for later use the following useful result:Lemma 7.3. Suppose µ generates P w.r.t. a partition (Fn). Let E be a set with

µ(E) > 0. Then ν = µE generates P .Proof. Write ν = µE . By the martingale theorem, for µ-a.e. x ∈ E,
ν(Fn(x))

µ(Fn(x))
=

µ(E ∩ Fn(x))

µ(Fn(x))
→ 1whih implies that, for a.e. x ∈ E the sequenes (µx,n)∞n=1 and (νx,n)∞n=1 are weak-*asymptoti as n → ∞, so if one is generi for some distribution, both are. �7.4. CP-hains. We next introdue a slightly generalized version of Furstenberg's CP-hains, whih will supply us with measures and �ltrations leading to generi sequenes.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 27De�nition 7.4. Let E be a family of boxes. A partition operator ∆ on E assigns toeah E ∈ E a partition ∆E = {Ei} ⊆ E of E in a translation and sale-invariantmanner, i.e. if Sx = ax + b and E,SE ∈ E then S(∆E) = ∆(SE).De�ne the iterates of ∆ by B ∈ E by
∆0(B) = {B},

∆n+1(B) =
⋃

E∈∆nB

∆(E).Thus ∆n(B) form a sequene of re�ning partitions of B.De�nition 7.5. A partition operator ∆ on E is ρ-regular if for eah B ∈ E the sequeneof partitions (∆nB)∞n=1 is ρ-regular.For example, the base-b partition operator is de�ned on E = {[a, b]d : a < b} by
∆([0, 1]d) = Db (and extend by invariane to all ubes). Then ∆n([0, 1]d) = Dbn . Thisoperator is 1/b-regular.De�nition 7.6. A CP-hain for a ρ-regular partition operator ∆ on E is a stationaryMarkov proess (µn, Bn)∞n=1, where:(1) The state spae is the spae of pairs (µ,B) in whih B ∈ E is a box and µ is aprobability measure supported on B∗.(2) The transition is given by the lawfor B ∈ ∆(A∗) , (µ,A) 7→ (µB , B) with probability µ(B).We usually do not speify ∆ (or E), and use this symbol generially for the partitionoperator assoiated to a CP-hain.The stationary proess (µn)∞n=1 is alled the measure omponent of the proess. Weshall not distinguish notationally between the distribution of the CP-hain, its measureomponent and its marginals. Thus if P is the distribution of a CP-hain we may write
(µ,B) ∼ P , µ ∼ P et; the meaning should be lear from the ontext.Furstenberg's CP-hains are reovered using the base-b partition operator. We usethis partition operator everywhere exept in the proof of Theorem 1.3, where a slightlymore elaborate partition operator is needed. We remark that one an introdue evenmore general CP-hains by allowing the partition to depend also on the measure, i.e.
Bn+1 = ∆(Bn, µn), and also allow more general shapes than boxes; but we shall notneed this.The following onsequene of the ergodi theorem is immediate:Proposition 7.7. Let (µn, Bn)∞n=1 be an ergodi CP-hain with partition operator ∆and distribution P . Then for P−a.e. (µ,B), µ generates the measure omponent of Pw.r.t. the partitions Fn = ∆n(B∗), n = 1, 2, 3 . . ..



28 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinProof. Given a typial (µ1, B1), onsider the onditional distribution on (µn, Bn)∞n=2,obtained by running the hain forward from (µ1, B1) using the transition law in thede�nition. Note that the random set
An = T−1

Bn
. . . T−1

B2
T−1

B1
B∗

1satis�es An ∈ ∆n(B∗
1) and

µn = (µ1)
An .Sine diam An → 0 by regularity of ∆, the intersetion ⋂∞

n=1 An onsists almost surelyof a single random point X ∈ B1. By de�nition
µn = (µ1)

X,n,and furthermore the transition law has been so hosen that X is distributed aordingto µ1.Now, by the ergodi theorem almost every realization (µn, Bn)∞n=1 is generi for theCP-hain, and in partiular almost every (µn)∞n=1 is generi for the measure omponentof the proess. Hene for almost every µ1 and almost every (µ1)
∞
n=1 onditioned on

µ1 this is true. But by the above, given µ1 the onditional distribution on sequenes
(µn)∞n=1 of measures is the same as the distribution ((µ1)

x,n)∞n=1 when x is distributedaording to µ, as desired.Total generiity follows in the same way, beause almost every point in an ergodisystem is totally generi. �Corollary 7.8. Let (µn, Bn)∞n=1 be a CP-hain with partition operator ∆. Let P(µ,B)denote the ergodi omponent of (µ,B). Then for a.e. pair (µ,B), µ generates themeasure omponent of P(µ,B), w.r.t. the �ltration Fn = ∆n(B∗).Proof. This follows from the previous proposition and the fat that the ergodi om-ponents of a Markov hain are Markov hains for the same transition law. �The next lemma is analogous to [13, Theorem 2.1℄ (and the remark following it). Inthe examples we shall enounter one an either rely on that proposition, or else thestatement will be lear for other reasons, but we outline a proof for ompleteness.Lemma 7.9. For an ergodi CP-hain (µn, Bn)∞n=1, a.e. measure µn is exat dimen-sional, and dim µn is almost surely onstant.Proof. It is easy to see that dim∗ µn is non-inreasing in n, sine µn+1 is, up to saleand translation, the restrition of µn to Bn+1. Sine dim∗(·) is a Borel funtion of themeasure, and the proess is ergodi, dim∗(·) must be almost everywhere onstant. Thesame argument works for dim∗.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 29To see that µ1 (and hene µn) is exat-dimensional, ondition the proess on (µ1, B1),and let An be de�ned as in the proof of Proposition 7.7. Then
lim

N→∞
−

log µ1(AN )

log diam AN
= lim

N→∞
−

1

N log ρ

N∑

n=1

log µ1(An)

log µ1(An−1)

= lim
N→∞

−
1

N log ρ

N−1∑

n=0

log µn(Bn+1).(in the �rst equality we used ρ-regularity of the partition operator). Writing P for thedistribution of the proess, the ergodi theorem implies that the above onverges to
α = −

1

log ρ

∫
log µ(B) dP (µ,B)almost surely. Using the fat that X = ∩An is distributed aording to µ, and usingregularity of ∆ again, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

dim(µ1, x) = dim(µ1, x) = αfor µ1-a.e. x, whih establishes the lemma. �In light of the previous lemma, we refer to the dimension of a typial measure for aCP-hain as the dimension of the hain.7.5. Miromeasures and existene of CP-hains. The following disussion is adaptedfrom [13℄.Let µ be a measure on Rd. A miromeasure of µ is any weak limit of measuresof the form µQn , where the Qn are ubes of side length tending to 0. The set ofmiromeasures of µ is denoted 〈µ〉. Miromeasures are losely related to the tangentmeasures of geometri measure theory.Starting from a measure µ on [0, 1]d and the b-adi partition operator, one an runthe hain forward. If one averages the distributions at times 1, 2, . . . , n one gets asequene of distributions whih in general will not onverge, but one may still takeweak-* limits of it. These limiting distributions an be easily shown to be CP-hainsand are supported on the miromeasures of µ. In this way we have assoiated to µa family of CP-hains supported on 〈µ〉, and from whih one may hope to extratinformation about µ. One result in this diretion is the following theorem, whihappears in another form in Furstenberg's paper [12℄. Sine it is not stated there in thisway, we indiate a proof.Theorem 7.10. Let µ be a measure on [0, 1]d. Then there is an ergodi CP-hain ofdimension at least dime(µ) supported on 〈µ〉.Proof. This is very similar to [13, Proposition 5.2℄. Using the notation from that paper,we indiate how to modify that proof to get the desired result: to form the measures νℓ



30 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkin(whih orrespond to our distributions on measures), use the given measure µ ratherthan the measures θℓ onstruted in [13℄. Moreover, onsider only values of ℓ along asequene ℓj suh that
1

ℓj log p
H(µ,D

pℓj ) → dime(µ),whih we are allowed to do thanks to Lemma 3.3 above. Then proeed as in [13,Proposition 5.2℄ to take a weak limit point of the distributions νℓ, whih is learlysupported on 〈µ〉. It follows that ∫ H(ν,Dp)dP (ν) ≥ dime(µ). Hene there is anergodi omponent Q of P for whih the same holds. Q is still a CP-hain and issupported on 〈µ〉, and its dimension is equal to the average above (this follows from[13, Theorem 2.1℄), whih is at least dime(µ). �8. Dimension of projetions and CP-hainsIn this setion we establish some ontinuity results for linear and smooth projetionsof typial measures for CP-hains. We show that the dimension of these projetions isontrolled, or at least bounded below, by mean projeted entropies of the CP-hain.8.1. Linear projetions. Fix an ergodi CP-hain (µn, Bn)∞n=1 with partition oper-ator ∆ and distribution P . Fix k and an orthogonal projetion π ∈ Πd,k. Given ameasure ν and q ∈ N, let
eq(ν) =

1

q log(1/ρ)
Hρq(πν),and denote the mean value of eq by

Eq =

∫
eq(ν)dP (ν).For the rest of the setion, the onstants impliit in the O(·) notation depend onlyon ρ, the onstant in the de�nition of ρ-regularity, d and k. The following theoremontains the proof of Theorem 1.9Theorem 8.1. Let P be the distribution of an ergodi CP-hain, π ∈ Πd,k a projetion,and let eq, Eq be de�ned as above. Then if µ is a measure generating P along a �ltration

Fn = ∆nB∗, then(8.1) dim∗(πµ) ≥ Eq − O(1/q).In partiular, this holds for P -a.e. µ.Proof. First, suppose that the measure omponent of the proess is totally ergodi.Sine µ generates the measure omponent of P , by Proposition 7.7,
1

N

N−1∑

n=0

eq(µ
x,n) → Eq.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 31Fix q. Using linearity of π, the ρ-regularity of F and Proposition 5.3 we see that forevery n ∈ N, ∣∣Hρq(πµx,n) − Hρn+q(πµx,n)
∣∣ = O(1).Therefore for µ-a.e. x,

1

q log(1/ρ)
· lim inf

N→∞

1

N

n∑

n=0

Hρn+q(πµx,n) ≥ En − O(1/q).Let X be the ρq-tree whose nodes at level n are the atoms of Fqn with anestrydetermined by inlusion. De�ne f : X → Rd by
{f(E1, E2, . . .)} =

∞⋂

n=1

En.Then f is Lipshitz by ρ-regularity of F (the Lipshitz onstant depends also on theonstant C in the de�nition of ρ-regularity). Let µ̃ be the lift of µ to X.4For the map f̃ = πf : X → Rk apply Theorem 5.4, obtaining a ρq-tree Y andmaps X
g
−→ Y

h
−→ Rk as in the theorem. It follows that for eah n-ylinder Ẽ ⊆ X,orresponding to E ∈ Fqn, we have

∣∣∣Hρq(n+1)(f̃µ eE) − Hρq(n+1)(gµ eE)
∣∣∣ = O(1).Thus, for gµ̃-a.e. y ∈ Y ,

1

q log(1/ρ)
lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq(n+1)(gµ[y1...yn]) ≥ Eq − O(1/q).By Theorem 4.5, this implies that
dim∗ gµ̃ ≥ Eq − O(1/q),and sine h is faithful,
dim∗ hgµ̃ ≥ Eq − O(1/q).As hgµ̃ = πµ, we are done.Suppose now that the measure omponent of the proess is not totally ergodi. For

µ-almost every x, there is, by Lemma 7.1, an i = i(x) ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} (whih may behosen measurably in x) suh that
lim inf

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

en(µx,qn+i) ≥ Eq.Let Ai ⊆ Rd be the partition aording to i(x). We may apply the argument above to
TBµAi∩B for eah i and eah B ∈ Fi separately, using the indued �ltrations TBF (see4If µ gives non-zero mass to the boundaries of partition elements the lift may not be unique. Fix forexample the lift de�ned by the ondition that the ylinder set orresponding to E ∈ Fn has mass µ(E),and we hoose µ to be this measure. Alternatively, we may assume that the boundary of partitionelements is null by reduing, if neessary, to a lower-dimensional ase as in [13℄.



32 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinLemma 7.3). Sine µ is a weighted average of the measures µAi∩F , this ompletes theproof. �We now let π vary. Thus eq : M×Πd,k → [0, k] and Eq : Πd,k → [0, k], and we write
eq(ν, π) and Eq(π) to make the dependene on π expliit. Note that the next theoremimplies Theorem 1.10.Theorem 8.2. Fix an ergodi CP-hain of dimension α (reall Lemma 7.9) with dis-tribution P . De�ne eq and Eq as above. The limit

E(π) := lim
q→∞

Eq(π)exists and E : Πd,k → [0, k] is lower semi-ontinuous. Moreover,(1) E(π) = min(k, α) for almost every π.(2) For a �xed π ∈ Πd,k,
dime(πµ) = dim∗ πµ = E(π) for P − a.e. µ.(3) For any measure µ that generates (the measure omponent of) P along a �ltra-tion {∆nB∗},
dime(πµ) ≥ dim∗ πµ ≥ E(π) for all π ∈ Πd,k.In partiular, the above holds on a set M with P (M) = 1.Proof. We �rst establish onvergene of Eq and laim (2). It follows from Theorem 8.1that if µ generates P , then we obtain(8.2) dim∗(πµ) ≥ lim supEn(π).On the other hand, by de�nition of entropy dimension, we have

dime(πµ) = lim inf
n→∞

en(µ, π),Integrating, we have by Fatou that(8.3) ∫
dime(πµ)dP (µ) ≤ lim inf

n
En(π).Sine dim∗ πµ ≤ dimeπµ holds for any measure by equation (3.1) in Proposition 3.4,ombining (8.2) and (8.3) we see that En(π) onverges and the limit is the ommonvalue of dim∗ πµ = dimeπµ for almost every µ (possibly depending on π).To prove (1), write β = min{k, α} for the expeted dimension of the image measure.For almost every µ, by Theorem 3.7 we have dim πµ = β. By Fubini, for a.e. π thisholds for a.e. µ, hene E(π) = β for a.e. π (we remark that entropy dimension of ameasure is a Borel funtion of the measure).We next establish semiontinuity of E. Given π ∈ Πd,k and ε > 0 there is a q sothat Eq(π)+O(1/q) > E(π)−ε, where O(1/q) is the error term in Theorem 8.1. Sine

Eq is ontinuous, this ontinues to hold in a neighborhood U of π. By Theorem 8.1,



Loal entropy averages and projetions 33for almost every µ, if π′ ∈ U then by letting q → ∞ we get dim∗ π′µ > E(π) − ε. Thisimplies that E(π′) > E(π) − ε for π′ ∈ U , and sine ε was arbitrary, semiontinuityfollows.The last statement follows from (8.2). �We shall also enounter non-ergodi CP-hains. In this ase muh of the above fails;for example, the dimension of the projetion through π of need not be a.s. onstant, asthey may di�er by ergodi omponent (nor do measures for the proess have to havethe same dimension a.s.). However, we have the following substitute:Theorem 8.3. Let (µn, Bn)∞n=1 be a CP-hain whose measures almost surely have exatdimension α, and write β = min{k, α}. Then for any ε > 0 there is an open dense set
U ⊆ Πd,k and a set Mε of measures with P (Mε) > 1 − ε and suh that

dim∗ πµ > β − εfor every π ∈ U and µ ∈ Mε.Proof. Applying Theorem 3.7 and Fubini, we an �nd a dense set of projetions {πi}
∞
i=1 ⊆

Πd,k suh that for a.e. µ,
dim∗ πiµ = β for i ∈ N.This together with equation (3.1) imply that for almost every µ,

lim inf
q→∞

eq(µ, πi) ≥ βfor every i, and we an therefore �nd a set Mε of measures with P (Mε) > 1 − ε suhthat for eah i, the onvergene above holds uniformly in µ ∈ Mε. From this and theproof of Theorem 8.2, for eah i there is an open neighborhood Ui ⊆ Πd,k of πi suhthat
dim∗ π′µ > β − ε for π′ ∈ Ui, µ ∈ Mε.Now U =

⋃∞
i=1 Ui is the open dense set we are looking for. �8.2. Non-linear images of measures. Fix an ergodi CP-hain, let µ be a typialmeasure for it, and de�ne en, En et. as in the previous setion. In the proof of Theorem8.1 linearity of π was used only for the bound

∣∣Hρq(πµx,n) − Hρn+q(πµFn(x))
∣∣ < O(1).Now replae π with a di�erentiable but non-linear map f . For n large enough, f |Fn(x)approahes the linear map Dxf , and hene, after a little work, the bound above anbe replaed by ∣∣Hρq((Dxf)µx,n) − Hρn+q(fµFn(x))
∣∣ < O(1).We have omitted a few details here but this is essentially how the following propositionis proved.



34 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinProposition 8.4. Fix an ergodi CP-hain with distribution P , a projetion π ∈ Πd,k,and de�ne eq and Eq as before. Then for all C1 maps f : [0, 1]d → Rk suh that
supx∈supp µ ‖Dxf − π‖ < ρq, we have

dim∗(fµ) ≥ Eq − O(1/q)for all µ that generate the measure omponent of P along a sequene of partitions
Fn = ∆n(B∗) (and in partiular for P -a.e. µ).Proof. The proof is ompletely analogous to that of Proposition 8.1, and we only indi-ate the di�erenes.We onstrut X from F and π : X → Rd preisely as before, lift µ to µ̃ and let
f̃ = fπ : X → Rk. Construt X

g
−→ Y

h
−→ Rk as before. We wish to estimate thedimension of gµ̃ and for this we must estimate

lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq(n+1)(gµ̃[x1...xn])for µ̃-typial x ∈ X. Brie�y, the point is that as n → ∞ the map g at [x1 . . . xn]looks more and more like f on Fqn(x), whih looks more and more like Dxf , whih isnot far from π, so we are essentially averaging Hρq(n+1)(πµFqn(x)). By ρ-regularity ofthe �ltration, this is almost the same as the average of Hρq(πTFqn(x)µFqn(x)), whih is
Hρq(πµx,qn) and we get our bound by total generiity.Here are the details. Losing an O(1) term, by Theorem 4.3 it su�es to estimate

lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq(n+1)(fµx,qn)for µ-typial x. Now, we hange sale: letting An denote saling by ρ−nq on Rk,
Hρq(n+1)(fµx,qn) = Hρq(An(fµx,qn))Sine f is di�erentiable at x, we see that

lim
n→∞

(An(fµx,qn) − An ◦ (Dxf)(µx,qn)) = 0,and sine An ◦ Dxf = Dxf ◦ Ãn, where Ãn is saling by ρ−nq on Rd, we have
lim

n→∞

(
An(fµx,qn) − (Dxf) ◦ Ãn(µx,qn)

)
= 0.The same is true after we apply Hρq to these measures, so it su�es to estimate

lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq((Dxf) ◦ Ãn(µx,qn)).Sine ‖Dxf − π‖ < ρq we have by Lemma 3.6 that
|Hρq(πν) − Hρq((Dxf)ν)| = O(1)



Loal entropy averages and projetions 35for any ν, in partiular for ν = Ãn(µx,qn); thus we only need to estimate
lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq(π ◦ Ãn(µx,qn)).Finally, sine Hρq(·) is invariant under translations and F is ρ-regular, by Lemma 3.5 wemay replae Ãn by TFqn(x) at the ost of losing another O(1). Sine TFqn(x)µx,qn = µx,qn,we have redued the problem to estimating the ergodi averages
lim inf
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑

n=0

Hρq(π(µx,qn))whih, by total ergodiity of P , equal
∫

Hρq(πν)dP (ν) = q log(1/ρ) · Eq(π),as desired. �Proof of Theorem 1.12. The theorem is an immediate onsequene of Theorem 8.2(2)and Proposition 8.4. �We also have the following strengthening of Corollary 1.11:Corollary 8.5. For every ε > 0 there is an open set Uε ⊆ C1([0, 1]d, Rk) with thefollowing properties:(1) Uε ∩ Πd,k is open, dense and has full measure in Πd,k.(2) If µ generates the measure omponent of an ergodi CP -hain along a �ltration
{∆n(B∗)}, then

dim∗ πµ > min(k, α) − ε for all π ∈ Uε,where α is the dimension of the CP-hain.Proof. This is an immediate onsequene of Theorem 8.2(1) and Proposition 8.4. �Finally, we obtain Theorem 1.13 as another onsequene of Proposition 8.4.Proof of Theorem 1.13. Fix a measure µ that generates the measure omponent of theCP-hain along a �ltration {∆n(B∗)} and a C1 map g : suppµ → Rk without singularpoints. It follows from Proposition 8.4 that, given a q ∈ N, for every x ∈ supp(µ) thereis r = r(x) suh that
dim∗(gµBr(x)) ≥ Eq(Dxg) − O(1/q).It easily follows that

dim∗ gµ ≥ essinfx∼µ Eq(Dxg) − O(1/q),and we obtain the theorem by letting q → ∞. �



36 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkin9. Self-similar measures9.1. Self-similar sets and measures. In this setion we prove Theorem 1.6. Webegin by brie�y realling the main de�nitions involved.A map f on Rd is alled a ontration if it is C-Lipshitz for some C < 1. Let Λ bea �nite index set; a olletion {fi : i ∈ Λ} of ontrations on Rd is alled an iteratedfuntion system or IFS for short. As is well-known, there is a unique nonempty ompatset X, alled the attrator of the IFS, suh that X =
⋃

i∈Λ fi(X). For a = a1 . . . an ∈

Λn, write
fa = fa1 ◦ fa2 ◦ . . . ◦ fan .Given a ∈ ΛN and x ∈ Rd, the sequene fa1...an(x) has a limit whih lies in X and isindependent of x. This de�nes a ontinuous and surjetive map Φ : ΛN → X, alledthe oding map.We say that the strong separation ondition holds for {fi : i ∈ Λ} if the sets fi(X)are pairwise disjoint. This implies that the oding map is injetive on the attrator.Given an iterated funtion system {fi : i ∈ Λ} and a probability vetor (pi)i∈Λ, onean form the produt measure on ΛN with marginal {pi : i ∈ Λ}. The push-forward ofthis measure is the unique probability measure on Rd satisfying

µ =
∑

i∈Λ

pi fiµ.The olletion of pairs {(fi, pi)}i∈Λ is alled a weighted iterated funtion system.When all the maps fi of an IFS are ontrating similarities, one says that X is aself-similar set, and a measure as above is a self-similar measure. Under the strongseparation ondition self-similar measures are quite well understood; in partiular, theyare exat dimensional. In general, however, projetions of self-similar sets or measuresare not self-similar, and may have ompliated overlaps even if the original set doesnot.9.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let {fi : i ∈ Λ} be an iterated funtion system satis-fying the hypotheses of Theorem 1.6. As with Theorem 1.3, the proof of Theorem 1.6has two parts: �rst we establish a ontinuity result (or, rather, a topologial statementabout the set of nearly-good projetions), and then use invariane of (piees of) theself-similar measure under a su�iently rih set of orthogonal maps to onlude thatall linear projetions are good.We shall rely on the existene of a CP-hain supported on measures losely relatedto the self-similar measure from whih we begin.Proposition 9.1. Let µ be a self-similar measure for an IFS satisfying the strongseparation property. Then there is a CP-hain supported on measures ν suh that, forsome similarities S, S′ and Borel sets B,B′ (depending on ν), we have µ = SνB and
ν = S′µB′.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 37There are a number of ways to onstrut suh a CP-hain. One is to rely on Theorem7.10, but then one must work a bit to show that miromeasures on whih the hainis supported have the desired property; not all miromeasures do, sine, for example,one an always obtain miromeasures whih give positive mass to some a�ne subspae,even when the original measure gives zero mass to all subspaes. This approah for thehomotheti ase is disussed in [14℄. The general ase is proved in [16℄.Given a measure µ on Rd and α ≥ 0, let
Uα(µ) = {π ∈ Πd,k : dim∗ πµ > α}.The following observation is immediate from the de�nition of lower dimension:Lemma 9.2. Let µ, ν be two measures on Rd, and suppose that Sµ = νQ for somesimilarity S and some set Q with ν(Q) > 0. Let O be the orthogonal part of S. Thenfor any α,

Uα(µ) ⊇ {gO : g ∈ Uα(ν)}With this mahinery in plae, we have:Proposition 9.3. Let µ be a self-similar measure for an IFS satisfying the strongseparation ondition. Then for every ε > 0 there exists an open and dense set U ⊆ Πd,ksuh that
dim∗(πµ) ≥ min(k,dim µ) − ε for all π ∈ U .Proof. Choose an ergodi CP-hain supported on measures whih, up to similarity,ontain a opy of µ as a restrition. Choose ε > 0. By Corollary 1.11, there is an opendense set of projetions U ′ ⊆ Πd,k so that for a.e. measure for the hain, the imageunder any π ∈ U ′ has dimension at least min(k,dim µ)−ε. Choosing a typial measureand applying the previous lemma, we see that

Uα−ε ⊇ {πO : π ∈ U ′},for some orthogonal map O. This ompletes the proof. �We �rst establish Theorem 1.6 in the ase of linear maps:Proposition 9.4. For every π ∈ Πd,k,
dim(πµ) = min(k,dim µ).Proof. Fix ε > 0. By Corollary 3.9, it su�es to show that for every π ∈ Πd,k,

dim∗(πµ) > min(k,dim µ) − ε.Let Uε ⊆ Πd,k denote the set of projetions with this property and let π ∈ Uε. For
a ∈ Λ and B = fa(X), where X is the attrator, the same inequality holds with πµBin plae of πµ. Sine µB = fa(µ) by strong separation, we onlude that

dim∗ π ◦ fa(µ) > min(k,dim µ) − ε.



38 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinBut learly π ◦ faµ has the same dimension as π ◦ Oaµ, where Oa is the orthogonalpart of fa, so π ◦Oa ∈ Uε. Hene Uε is invariant under the (semi)group ation on Πd,kgenerated by pre-omposition with{Oa : a ∈ Λ}. By Proposition 9.3 the set Uε ⊆ Πd,khas non-empty interior, and by assumption the ation in question is minimal; therefore
Uε = Πd,k. �Finally, to prove the assertion of Theorem 1.6 about non-linear images of µ, we relyon Theorem 1.13. Let P be the distribution of the CP-hain found in Proposition 9.1.It su�es to show that the funtion E(π) assoiated to P in Theorem 1.10 is equal, forevery π, to the expeted dimension, i.e. α = min{k,dim µ}. For this we need only notethat, for a P -typial measure ν, we have ν = SµB for some Borel set B and similarity
S. Sine dim∗ πµ = α for every π ∈ Πd,k, the same holds for ν. Thus the same alsoholds for entropy dimension dime πν, π ∈ Πd,k. But sine ν was an arbitrary P -typialmeasure, we see from Theorem 8.2 that E(π) = α for every π ∈ Πd,k, as desired.10. Furstenberg's onjeture and measures invariant under ×mIn this setion we prove Theorem 1.3: if m,n are not powers of a ommon integerand µ, ν are respetively Tm and Tn-invariant measures on [0, 1], with Tkx = kx mod 1,then µ × ν projets to a measure of the largest possible dimension for any projetionother than the oordinate projetions.The proof has two parts. The �rst is to assoiate to µ × ν a CP-hain and derivetopologial information about the set of projetions whih have the desired property.The seond part of the proof uses irrationality of log m/ log n to boost this informationto the desired result using a ertain invariane of the set of �approximately good�projetions.10.1. Invariant measures and CP-hains. We �rst demonstrate how a Tm-invariantmeasure gives rise to a CP-hain. We do not use this diretly here, but it serves toexplain the onstrution in the next setion.Lift [0, 1] to X+ = {0, . . . ,m − 1}N via base-m oding and denote by T the shiftmap, whih is onjugated to Tm. Let µ be a non-atomi Tm invariant measure on [0, 1],whih we identify with its lift to X+. Let µ also denote the shift-invariant measure on

X = {0, 1, . . . ,m − 1}Z,obtained as the natural extension of (X+, µ, T ); the shift on X is also denoted T . Let
(Xn)∞n=−∞be the oordinate funtions

Xn(x) = xn x ∈ XDisintegrate µ with respet to the σ-algebra F− = σ(Xi : i ≤ 0). For µ-a.e. x ∈ Xwe obtain the measure µx on X+, depending only on x− = (. . . x−2, x−1, x0), suh thatfor any A ⊆ X+ we have µ(A) =
∫

µx(A)dµ(x). For µ-typial x ∈ X onstrut the
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(µn, Bn) =

(
µT nx,

[
xn−1

m
,
xn−1 + 1

m

))
∈ P([0, 1]) ×Dm.Pushing the measure µ forward via x 7→ ((µn, Bn))∞n=1 we obtain a stationary P([0, 1])×

Dm-valued proess whih is seen to be a CP-hain for the base-m partition operator.This is analogous to the seond example in [13, page 409℄.We reord the following well-known fat: If µ is an ergodi Tm-invariant measure,then both µ and µ-a.e. µx are exat dimensional, with(10.1) dim µ = dimµx = h(µ, Tm)/ log m,Here h is the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy (for µ this follows from Shannon-MMillan-Breiman, for µx one uses e.g. Lemma 4.2). When µ is not ergodi and µ =
∫

µωdσ(ω) isits ergodi deomposition, then µ is exat dimensional if and only if almost all ergodiomponents have the same dimension (i.e. the same entropy). More generally, one anshow that [21, Theorem 9.1℄
h(µ, Tm) =

∫
h(µω, Tm)dσ(ω)and(10.2) dim∗ µ = essinfω∼σ dim∗ µω.10.2. Produts of ×m,×n invariant measures. We now deal with the more deliatease of a measure

θ = µ × νwhere µ, ν are measures on [0, 1) invariant, respetively, under Tm, Tn. When log m
log n ∈ Qthe produt measure is invariant under the ation Tk × Tk for some k ∈ N whih is aommon power of m,n, and we get a CP-hain in muh the same manner as before. Inthe ase that log m

log n /∈ Q the produt ation, and also all ations of produts of powersof Tm, Tn, are not loal homotheties, and the iterates of the produt partitions do nothave bounded eentriity. Instead, we shall show that this measure is assoiated to aCP-hain using a more involved partition operator and some additional randomization.For onreteness we �x m = 2 and n = 3, and assume as we may that µ, ν are non-atomi. As before, identify µ, ν with shift-invariant measures on X+ = {0, 1}N and
Y + = {0, 1, 2}N and extend to the two sided versions on the orresponding two-sidedsubshifts X,Y . Let (Xn)∞n=−∞, (Yn)∞n=−∞ denote the oordinate funtions, and let
µx, x ∈ X and νy, y ∈ Y denote the disintegrations with respet to F− = σ(Xn : n ≤

0) and G− = σ(Yn : n ≤ 0}, respetively.To onstrut our CP-hain we �rst desribe our partition operator. For w ∈ [0, log 3)de�ne the retangle
Rw = [0, 1] × [0, ew]
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D D

0£ew
£3�2

3�2<ew
<3Figure 10.1. The partition operator ∆. If the eentriity of R is

ew, then for the retangles in ∆(R) the eentriity is ew′ where w′ =
w + log 2 mod log 3.and let E be all retangles similar to some Rw, w ∈ [0, log 3). We shall de�ne thepartition operator ∆ on the sets Rw and extend by similarity to the rest of E .To apply ∆ to Rw, �rst split Rw into R′ = [0, 1

2 ] × [0, ew] and R′′ = (1
2 , 1] × [0, ew].Then, if w > log(3/2), split R′ into three sub-retangles with the same base and heights

1
3ew = ew−log 3, and similarly R′′. The partition obtained is ∆(Rw); see Figure 10.1. Itis a partition of Rw into either two or six opies of Rw′ , where(10.3) w′ = w + log 2 − 1{w≥log 3−log 2} · log 3 ∈ [0, log 3)Thus, applying ∆ repeatedly to a retangle Rw1 results in partitions into retan-gles similar to Rwn , n = 1, 2, 3 . . . and the sequene (wn)∞n=1 evolves aording to anirrational rotation by log 2/ log 3.Lemma 10.1. For any w ∈ [0, log 3), the �ltration Fn = ∆nRw is 1

2 -regular.Proof. Immediate, sine the base of retangles in ∆nRw are of length (1
2 )n and byde�nition their eentriity is uniformly bounded. �Let

Sw =

(
e−w/2 0

0 ew/2

)
,so Sw([0, 1]2) = R∗

w and the axes are eigen-diretions. Choose (x, y,w) ∈ X × Y ×

[0, log 3) aording to µ × ν × λ, where λ is Lebesgue measure, and assoiate to it themeasure
τ = τx,y,w = Sw(µx × νy).The distribution of τ is the marginal of the measure omponent of a CP-hain. To getthe distribution on pairs whih is the marginal of the full CP-hain, hoose B′ ∈ ∆(Rw)with weights τ(B′) and setting τ ′ = τB′ ; then (τ ′, B′) is the desired marginal (or ourse,
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τ ′ has the same distribution as τ). One veri�es this by heking that the distributionis �xed by the transition law with respet to ∆.5Note that, if µ and ν are ergodi, then Sw(µx × νy) almost surely has the samedimension as θ = µ × ν.Proposition 10.2. Suppose µ and ν are ergodi. For every ε > 0 there is a subset
Aε ⊆ [0, 1]2 with θ(Aε) > 1 − ε and a dense, open set Uε ⊆ Π2,1 suh that for π ∈ Uε,

dim∗ π(θ|Aε) > min{1,dim θ} − ε.Proof. Let P denote the distribution of the CP-hain, and write
α = min{1,dim θ}.This is the expeted dimension of the projetion of a typial measures for a typialergodi omponent of the proess. By Theorem 8.3 we an �nd a dense open set

U ′
ε ⊆ Π2,1 and A′

ε ⊆ P(Rd) suh that P (A′
ε) > 1−ε, and dim∗ πτ > α−ε for all π ∈ U ′

εand τ ∈ A′
ε.Using the fat that, onditioned on w, the distribution of τ = τx,y,w is Sw(µx × νy),with (x, y) ∼ θ, we an apply Fubini to �nd a w0 ∈ [0, log 3) and a Borel set E ⊆ X×Ysuh that θ(E) > 1 − ε and for every (x, y) ∈ E,

dim∗ π(Sw0µ
x × νx) > α − ε for all π ∈ U ′

ε.For an a�ne map S we identify π ◦ S with the projetion π′ whose pre-image setspartition R2 into the same lines as π. Let
Uε = {π ◦ Sw0 : π ∈ U ′

ε}.Then Uε is open and dense in Π2,1 and for (x, y) ∈ E,
dim∗ π(µx × νx) > α − ε for all π ∈ UεDe�ne η ∈ P([0, 1]2) by

η =

∫

E
µx × νy dθ(x, y)Then by Lemma 3.1,

dim∗ πη > α − ε for all π ∈ Uε.Sine
θ = µ × ν =

∫
µx × νy dθ(x, y),5The dynamis of this proess may also be desribed as follows. Let Σ = X × Y × [0, log 3) with themeasure µ × ν × λ. Let T denote the shift on X, Y . De�ne a transformation S : Σ → Σ by

S(ω, ω
′
, w) = (Tω,T

{w≥log 3−log 2)
ω

′
, w + log 2 mod log 3)where T σ = T if the event σ ours and is the identity otherwise. This represents the dynamis asa skew produt X × [0, log 3) with �ber Y , in whih the seond oordinate w is used to ontrol theaverage speed with whih the third oordinate (i.e. Y ) is advaned.



42 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinwe have η ≪ µ × ν, and sine θ(E) > 1 − ε there is a subset Aε ⊆ [0, 1]2 suh that
θ|Aε ∼ η and θ(Aε) > 1 − ε. This is the desired set. �10.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let µ, ν be ergodi T2, T3-invariant measures on [0, 1],respetively, suh that dim∗ µ,dim∗ ν > 0. Let θ = µ × ν. Write

α = min{1,dim θ},and for ε > 0 let Vε ⊆ Π2,1 denote the set
Vε =

{
π ∈ Π2,1 :

There exists A ⊆ [0, 1]2 with
θ(A) > 1 − ε and dim∗ π(θ|A) > α − ε

}In the previous setion we saw that this interior of Vε is open and dense in Π2,1.We now establish some invariane. For this it is onvenient to represent projetions
π ∈ Π2,1 by the slope of their image, i.e. πa projets onto the line y = ax + b (weannot represent projetion to the y-axis, but also do not want to). We note that thisidenti�ation of Vε as a subset of R is onsistent with the topology on Π2,1.Proposition 10.3. Vε is invariant under the ation by multipliation of the semigroup
S = { 3i

2j : i, j ∈ N} ⊆ (N,×), i.e. if πa ∈ Vε then π3a,πa/2 ∈ Vε.Proof. Suppose πa ∈ Vε and let A ⊆ [0, 1]2 be a set of measure > 1 − ε as in thede�nition of Vε.Write T2 × id for the map [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 given by
(T2 × id)(x, y) = (T2x, y),and let

A0 = (T2 × id)−1A ∩ ([0,
1

2
) × [0, 1]),

A1 = (T2 × id)−1A ∩ ([
1

2
, 1) × [0, 1]),so (T2 × id)−1A = A0 ∪ A1. By the invariane properties of µ, ν we see that µ × ν isinvariant under T2 × id, so

µ × ν(A0 ∪ A1) = µ × ν((T2 × id)−1A) > 1 − ε.Also, write
µ0 = µ|[0,1/2)×[0,1]

µ1 = µ|[1/2,1]×[0,1]Now, by invariane we have(10.4) µ × ν = (T2µ0 × ν) + (T2µ1 × ν)



Loal entropy averages and projetions 43It follows that there are a�ne maps S0, S1 of R with
πa(µ × ν|A) = S0πa/2(µ0 × ν|A0) + S1πa/2(µ1 × ν|A1)One way to see this is to note that the �bers of πa/2 are lines of slope −2/a and aremapped under (x, y) 7→ (2x, y) to the �bers of πa, whih have slope −1/a.By assumption dim∗ πa(µ × ν|A) > α − ε. A�ne maps preserve dimension, so

α − ε < dim∗ πa(µ × ν|A)

= min
{
dim∗ S0πa/2(µ0 × ν|A0),dim∗ S1πa/2(µ1 × ν|A1)

}

= min
{
dim∗ πa/2(µ0 × ν|A0),dim∗ πa/2(µ1 × ν|A1)

}

= dim∗ πa/2(µ × ν|(T2×id)−1A),whene πa/2 ∈ Vε.A similar analysis, the measures νi = ν|[0,1]×[i/3,(i+1)/3) and the identity
µ × ν = T3(µ × ν0) + T3(µ × ν1) + T3(µ × ν2)show that if πa ∈ Vε, then π3a ∈ Vε. �We an now onlude the proof of Theorem 1.3:Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using (10.2) for µ, ν and Lemma 3.1(2) applied to π(µ×ν), thegeneral ase is redued to the ase in whih µ and ν are ergodi. Furthermore, byCorollary 3.9 it is enough to show that dim∗ π(µ × ν) ≥ α.Sine log 3/ log 2 /∈ Q, the semigroup

S =

{
3i

2j
: i, j ∈ N

}is dense in R+ [11℄; this is the only plae in the proof where we use the arithmetiproperties of m,n. For eah ε > 0 we have seen that the interior of Vε is open anddense, in partiular ontains an open set in eah of the rays R+, R−; and sine it isinvariant under S we see that
Vε = {πa : a 6= 0}.For any πa, a 6= 0 we have thus shown that there is a set Aε with µ × ν(Aε) > 1 − εand

dim∗ πa(µ × ν|Aε) > α − ε,whih implies
dim∗ π(µ × ν) ≥ α,as desired. �10.4. Proof of the topologial onjeture. We brie�y show how to derive the topo-logial version, onjeture 1.1, from the measure one above. Suppose that X,Y ⊆ [0, 1]



44 M. Hohman and P. Shmerkinare losed and invariant under T2, T3, respetively. Using the variational priniple (seee.g. [32, Theorem 14.1℄) we an �nd probability measures µ, ν on [0, 1), invariant andergodi under T2, T3, respetively, suh that dim µ = dim A and dim ν = dim B.Let θ = µ × ν, so that dim θ = dimA × B. For any projetion π ∈ Π2,1 \ {πx, πy},we have by the theorem above that
dim πθ = min{1,dim θ}Sine πθ is supported on π(A × B), we have

dimπ(A × B) ≥ min{1,dim θ} = min{1,dim(A × B)},The right hand side is also an upper bound, so we are done.10.5. The Rudolph-Johnson theorem. In this setion we show how Theorem 1.3implies the Rudolph-Johnson theorem. We �rst prove the theorem under the hypothesisthat the measure has positive dimension rather than positive entropy.Theorem 10.4. Let µ be a probability measure on [0, 1] that is invariant under Tmand Tn, with m,n not powers of the same integer. Suppose that dim∗ µ > 0. Then
µ=Lebesgue measure.Proof. Write α = dim∗ µ > 0. Denote by ∗ onvolution in R and by ◦ onvolution in
R/Z. Notie that, up to an a�ne map, µ ∗ µ and π1(µ × µ) are the same (reall that
π1 is projetion to the line y = x). Thus, by Theorem 1.3 with µ = ν,

dim∗(µ ∗ ν) = dim∗ π1(µ × ν) = min{1, 2α}Also, sine
µ ◦ µ = µ ∗ µ mod 1and redution modulo 1 is a ountable-to-one loal isometry,

dim∗(µ ◦ µ) = min{1, 2α}.Finally, it is easy to hek that µ◦µ is again invariant under Tm and Tn, beause Tm, Tnare endomorphisms of R/Z.Iterating this argument, we see that for eah k,
dim∗ µ ◦ µ ◦ . . . ◦ µ︸ ︷︷ ︸

2k times = min{1, 2kα},and sine α > 0 there is a k so that, for ν = ◦2k
µ,

dim∗ ν = 1But ν is a T2-invariant measure, and by (10.2) Lebesgue measure is the only Tm in-variant measure of lower dimension 1. Thus
ν = λ.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 45To establish µ = λ, we look at the Fourier oe�ients, where onvolution translates tomultipliation. For i 6= 0 we have
µ̂(i)2

k
= ν̂(i) = λ̂(i) = 0Thus µ̂(i) = 0 for i 6= 0, so µ = λ. �For ergodi measures positive dimension and positive entropy are equivalent on-ditions. However, the ondition that all ergodi omponents have positive entropy isweaker; entropy behaves like the mean of the entropies of ergodi omponents, whiledimension behaves like the essential in�mum. Nevertheless, there is a simple redutionwhih reovers the non-ergodi ase.Theorem 10.5 (Rudolph-Johnson [33, 18℄). Let µ be a probability measure on [0, 1]that is invariant under Tm and Tn, with m,n not powers of the same integer. Supposethat all ergodi omponents of µ have positive entropy. Then µ=Lebesgue measure.Proof. Fix t > 0 and let µ≥t denote the restrition of µ to the Tm-ergodi omponentswhih have entropy at least t (and hene by (10.1) dimension at least t/ log m). Clearly

Tm preserves µ≥t. Also, sine Tn is an automorphism of Tm it ats on the ergodiomponents of (µ, Tm), and if a Tm-ergodi omponent ν is mapped to ν ′, then ν ′ is anextension of ν, so h(ν ′, Tn) ≥ h(ν, Tn). Hene Tn preserves the ergodi omponents of
µ≥t, and thus it preserves µ≥t. It follows that µ≥t is Tm, Tn-invariant, and its dimensionis

dim∗ µ≥t = essinf
h(ν, Tm)

log m
≥

t

log m
> 0.(the in�mum is over Tm-ergodi omponents of µ≥t). Hene by the previous theorem

µ≥t is Lebesgue measure. Sine µ = lim µ≥t, we are done. �11. Convolutions of Gibbs measures11.1. Preliminaries. Let I = {fi : i ∈ Λ} be an iterated funtion system on theinterval [0, 1]. The IFS I is alled a regular IFS if the following onditions hold:(1) Regularity: There is ε > 0 suh that eah fi is a C1+ε map on a neighborhoodof [0, 1].(2) Contration and orientation: 0 < Dfi(x) < 1 for all i and all x ∈ [0, 1].(3) Separation: The sets fi((0, 1)) are pairwise disjoint subsets of (0, 1).We say that a losed set X ⊆ [0, 1] is a regular Cantor set if it is the attrator of aregular IFS. This de�nition is more restritive than the one in e.g. [24℄. Our methodsan handle the more general setting with slight modi�ations, but for simpliity weonentrate on the ase above.We reall the de�nition and some basi fats about Gibbs measures; a learly writtenintrodution to this topi an be found in [6, Chapter 5℄. Let Λ be a �nite set. If
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ϕ : ΛN → R is a Hölder-ontinuous funtion, then there exist a unique real number
P (ϕ) and a unique ergodi measure µϕ on ΛN, suh that(11.1) µϕ([x1 . . . xn]) = Θϕ


exp


−nP (ϕ) +

n∑

j=0

ϕ(T jx)




 ,for all x ∈ ΛN, where T is the shift on ΛN. The number P (ϕ) is known as the topologialpressure of ϕ, and the measure µϕ as the Gibbs measure for the potential ϕ.We say that two measures de�ned on the same measure spae are C-equivalent if theyare mutually absolutely ontinuous and both Radon-Nikodym derivatives are boundedby C; this is denoted by ∼C . If x, y are numbers, we also write x ∼C y to denote that

x ≤ Cy and y ≤ Cx.Given a ylinder set [a] and a measure µ on ΛN, let µ[a] denote the probabilitymeasure on ΛN given by
µ[a]([b]) =

1

µ([a])
µ([ab]).This is the symboli analogue of resaling a measure on Rd.While Gibbs measures are not generally produt measures, they do satisfy a slightlyweaker property, whih is the only one of their properties that we use:Lemma 11.1. Let µ be a Gibbs measure on ΛN for some Hölder potential ϕ. Thenthere is C = C(ϕ) > 0 suh that for any word a ∈ Λ∗, µ ∼C µ[a].Proof. It follows from (11.1) that

µ[a][b] =
µ[ab]

µ[b]
= Θϕ(µ[b]).This shows that µ[a] and µ are C-equivalent for some C that depends on ϕ only. �Motivated by the previous lemma, we say that a measure µ on ΛN is a C-quasi-produt measure if C > 0 and µ[a] ∼C µ for all a ∈ Λ∗ or, equivalently,

C−1µ([ab]) ≤ µ([a])µ([b]) ≤ Cµ([ab]).A few omments about this notion are in order. It is easy to see that the sup-port of a quasi-produt measure on ΛN is ΞN for some subset Ξ ⊆ Λ. Thus byreplaing Λ by Ξ we an always assume that quasi-produt measures are globallysupported. Eah T nµ is C-equivalent to µ, and taking any weak-* limit point ν of
1
n

(
µ + Tµ + T 2µ + . . . + T n−1µ

), as n → ∞, we obtain a T -invariant measure equiva-lent to µ and with Radon-Nikodym derivative bounded between C−1 and C. Also, itis easy to show that µ has a rudimentary mixing property: there is a onstant K suhthat if A,B are sets then µ(T nA ∩ B) > Kµ(A)µ(B) for large enough n. It followsthat the same is true of ν, perhaps with a di�erent onstant, and so ν is ergodi. Itfollows now that ν, and hene µ, are exat dimensional.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 47Finally, we transfer these notions to the geometri attrator: A Gibbs measure on Xis the projetion of a Gibbs measure on ΛN under the oding map. In the same way wede�ne quasi-produt measures on X. Thus, Gibbs measures on X are quasi-produtmeasures.We have the following slight strengthening of Theorem 1.4:Theorem 11.2. Theorem 1.4 holds for quasi-produt measures µi on the attrators
Xi.For notational simpliity we prove Theorem 11.2 for d = 2; the proof is the same inhigher dimensions. The struture of the proof resembles that of Theorem 1.6, but istehnially more di�ult. The main di�erenes are, �rst, that miromeasures of Gibbsmeasures on regular IFSs are harder to relate to the original measure; and, seond,that moving the open set around Π2,1 is more involved due to nonlinearity of the IFSs.In the next setion we present some standard tools for dealing with these problems.Before embarking on the proof we explain the its relation to Moreira's proof of (1.3)in the stritly non-linear ase. The key devie there was the so-alled Sale ReurreneLemma (SRL) of [24℄. This tehnial result, whih relies on the non-linearity of thesystem, gives information about the quotients

diam(f
(1)
a ([0, 1]))

diam(f
(2)
b ([0, 1]))for many (but not all) pairs a ∈ Λ∗

1, b ∈ Λ∗
2. In the proof one uses only the pairs ofwords that are �good� in the sense of the SRL in order to onstrut subsets X ′

i ⊆ Xiwhih approximate Xi well in dimension, but have zero measure with respet to anyGibbs measure. Hene it seems unlikely that Moreira's proof an be adapted to giveinformation about onvolutions of Gibbs measures. Our proof uses the mahinery ofCP proesses in plae of the SRL, spei�ally in the proof of Proposition 11.8. Afterthat our proof follows Moreira's original argument.11.2. Limit geometries and miromeasures. Throughout this sub-setion, I =

{fi : i ∈ Λ} is a regular IFS with attrator X, and µ is a C-quasi-produt measureon X. By de�nition, µ = Φη, where Φ is the oding map and η is a C-quasi-produtmeasure on ΛN.Given a losed interval [a, b], denote by T[a,b] the unique orientation-preserving a�nemap sending [a, b] to [0, 1]. If f : [0, 1] → R is a ontinuous injetion, write
Tf = Tf([0,1])and
f∗ = Tff.



48 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinHene f∗ is a bijetion of [0, 1]. Also, for a ∈ Λ∗ write
I(a) = fa([0, 1]).The following simple lemma is a onsequene of the separation assumption on the IFSand C-equivalene.Lemma 11.3. For every a ∈ Λ∗,
µI(a) ∼C fa(µ).Proof. For any b ∈ Λ∗,

µI(a)(I(ab)) =
µ(I(ab))

µ(I(a))
∼C µ(I(b)) = (faµ) (I(ab)).Sine {I(ab)} is a basis of losed sets of X ∩ I(a), this yields the lemma. �The following result goes bak to Sullivan [34℄, with an expliit proof given by Bed-ford and Fisher [2℄. It will be a key tool in the proof, in partiular allowing us todesribe the miromeasures of a Gibbs measure.Theorem 11.4. For every left-in�nite sequene x = (. . . x−2x−1), the sequene ofresaled di�eomorphisms (fx−n · · · fx−1)

∗ onverges in the C1 topology to a di�eomor-phism Fx : [0, 1] → [0, 1], uniformly in x. In partiular, the map x 7→ Fx is ontinuous.In this ase, the sets Fx(X) are known as limit geometries of X. We also refer tothe maps Fx themselves as limit di�eomorphisms.Heuristially, the reason for the validity of Sullivan's Theorem is the following: whenomposing fx−n ◦ · · · ◦fx−1 , the strongest nonlinear distortion omes from the �rst mapapplied, fx−1 . Sine eah map is a ontration, fx−i is applied to an interval of lengthexponentially small in i. As i gets large, the nonlinear e�et of fx−i beomes negligible(the details of this argument require C1+ε-regularity of the ontrations).Note that when the ontrations are similarities the maps Fa are all the identity,and Sullivan's Theorem beomes trivial.If x ∈ Λ−N, one may onsider the onjugated IFS
Ix = {FxfiF

−1
x : i ∈ Λ},whose attrator is the limit geometry Fx(X). More generally, if Φx is the oding mapfor Ix, then Φx = FxΦ.Corollary 11.5. (i) Choose a ∈ Λ∗, and write a = (. . . aa) ∈ Λ−N. Then fafaf

−1
ais an a�ne map with derivative λ(fa).(ii) Let g ∈ C1([0, 1], R), and onsider the onjugated IFS I ′ = {gfig

−1 : i ∈ Λ}.Then for any x ∈ Λ−N, Ix = I ′
x. In partiular, this holds when g is itself alimit di�eomorphism Fy.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 49Proof. (i) Write Tn = Tfan , where an is the n-fold onatenation of a. We have
fafaf

−1
a = lim

n
Tnfanfaf

−1
a

= lim
n

(
TnT−1

n+1

)
Tn+1fan+1f−1

a

= lim
n

TnT−1
n+1,whih is a�ne as a limit of a�ne maps. The last assertion follows sine λ(·) isonjugay-invariant.(ii) Limit di�eomorphisms are learly invariant under a�ne hanges of oordinatesand, being an in�nitesimal property of the IFS, therefore also under smooth hangesof oordinates. �Next, we state a version of the well-known priniple of bounded distortion. For therest of the setion, the onstants impliit in the O(·) notation depend only on the IFSsinvolved.Proposition 11.6. Let I = {fi : i ∈ Λ} be a regular IFS. Then for any �nite word

a ∈ Λ∗ and any i, j ∈ Λ,
dist(I(ai), I(aj)) = Θ(|I(a)|),and

|I(ai)| = Θ(|I(a)|).The next step is to relate µ to its miromeasures. Reall that the family of mi-romeasures of a measure η on Rk is denoted 〈η〉. The following theorem is analogousto Proposition 9.1:Proposition 11.7. For any ν ∈ 〈µ〉 whih is not supported on {0, 1}, there is a limitdi�eomorphism F and an interval J suh that
Fµ ∼C µJProof. By de�nition, there are intervals In ⊆ [0, 1] suh that

ν = lim
n→∞

µIn ,where µI = TI(µI) is the resaling of µI bak to the unit interval. For eah n let a(n)be a minimal word suh that I(a(n)) ⊆ In (there ould be several suh words; pikone of them). Sine ν is not supported on {0, 1}, this is well-de�ned for large n, andmoreover |In| = O(|I(a(n))|) by bounded distortion (i.e. Proposition 11.6).By Lemma 11.3, writing fn = fa(n) ,
µI(a(n)) ∼C f∗

nµ.



50 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinOn the other hand, for eah n there is an interval Jn (orresponding to the relativeposition of I(a(n)) inside In) suh that |Jn| = Θ(1), and
µI(a(n)) = TJn((µIn)Jn .)By passing to a subsequene we an assume that Jn onverges to an a�ne map J , and

f∗
n to a limit di�eomorphism F . Taking weak limits yields the proposition. �11.3. Proof of Theorem 11.2. Throughout this setion, µ1, µ2 are quasi-produtmeasures assoiated to regular IFSs Ii = {f

(i)
j : j ∈ Λi}, i = 1, 2. We write µ = µ1×µ2and

γ = min(1,dim µ).We say that F : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 is a limit di�eomorphism if F = F1 × F2 where Fi is alimit di�eomorphism for Ii.We next state the main three steps in the proof of Theorem 11.2. The �rst one is,as usual, a topologial version of the projetion theorem, whih does not require anyminimality assumptions; ompare with Proposition 9.3. Given a measure ν on Rd and
α ≥ 0, let(11.2) Uα(ν) = interior{g ∈ C1(suppµ, Rk) : dim∗ gν > α}.Note that these sets are by de�nition open, though a priori may be empty.Proposition 11.8. For every ε > 0, there exists a limit di�eomorphism F suh that

Uγ−ε(Fµ) ontains a dense (and automatially open) subset of Π2,1.Identify Π2,1\{πx, πy} with R\{0} via s → πs(x, y) = x + sy (the latter is nottehnially an element of Π2,1 but there is an obvious identi�ation). This is similarbut not the same as the identi�ation in Setion 10. Given K ≫ 1, write
IK = [−K,−K−1] ∪ [K−1,K].Using the irreduibility assumption to move the open and dense set around as usual(but with some extra tehnial ompliations), one obtains:Proposition 11.9. If additionally the minimality ondition in Theorem 1.4 holds, thenfor every ε > 0 and every K > 1 there is a limit di�eomorphism F suh that
{πs : s ∈ IK} ⊆ Uγ−ε(Fµ).A priori, this holds for just one limit di�eomorphism F = F1 × F2. But this auto-matially implies it holds in fat for all limit di�eomorphisms:Proposition 11.10. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 11.9, for every ε > 0, every

K > 1, and every limit di�eomorphism F ,
{πs : s ∈ IK} ⊆ Uγ−ε(Fµ).



Loal entropy averages and projetions 51Before proving these propositions we use them to dedue Theorem 11.2.We say that a map A : R2 → R2 is a�ne diagonal if it is a�ne with a diagonallinear part. In this ase, we an write A = HD, where H is an homothety and
D(x, y) = (x, ay) for some a ∈ R. We refer to a as the eentriity of A.Lemma 11.11. Let ν, τ be two measures on Rd, and suppose that Aν ∼C τQ for somea�ne diagonal map A and some set Q with τ(Q) > 0. Then for any α,

Uα(ν) ⊇ {gA : g ∈ Uα(τ)},

Uα(ν) ∩ Π2,1 ⊇ {πsa : πs ∈ Uα(τ)},where a is the eentriity of A.Proof. The �rst part is immediate. For the seond, note that if D(x, y) = (x, ay)then πsD = πas, and note that homotheties ommute with linear maps and preservedimension. �Proof of Theorem 11.2 (assuming Proposition 11.10). By Corollary 3.9, it is enough toshow that
dim∗(π(µ1 × µ2)) ≥ γ.Fix ε > 0 and K > 1 for the rest of the proof. For i = 1, 2 let x(i) ∈ Λ−N

i , and write
Fi = Fx(i) , F = F1 × F2. Sine, by Proposition 11.10,(11.3) {πs : s ∈ IK} ⊆ Uγ−ε(Fµ),we have by ompatness of IK and openness of Uγ−ε(Fµ) that the same is true if onereplaes F by a su�iently lose di�eomorphism. Sine the onvergene of f∗

yn...y1
to

Fy is uniform, it follows that that for su�iently long initial segments a1, a2 of x(1), x(2)(where the threshold length is also independent of x(i)), if we write f∗ = f∗
a1

× f∗
a2
,then (11.3) holds with f∗µ instead of Fµ.By the priniple of bounded distortion, we an hoose the lengths of ai suh that

I(a1), I(a2) have lengths whih di�er by a fator of O(1), and still ensure that the lengthof both is bounded above independently of other parameters. Consider now the a�nediagonal map A = TI(a1) × TI(a2), i.e. A is suh that f∗ = Af , where f = fa1 × fa2 .By onstrution the eentriity of A is O(1). Sine A(fµ) = f∗µ, we get from Lemma11.11 that
{πs : s ∈ IK/O(1)} ⊆ Uγ−ε(fµ).Reall that fµ ∼C µI(a1)×I(a2) by the quasi-produt property. We may over supp(µ)by retangles of the form I(a1) × I(a2), with a1, a2 hosen to be long enough for theabove to hold. Thus sine, ε and K were arbitrary, the proof is omplete. �11.4. Proofs of the remaining propositions.



52 M. Hohman and P. ShmerkinProof of Proposition 11.8. The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition 9.3. Weapply Theorem 7.10 to obtain an ergodi CP-hain (µn, Qn)∞n=1 suh that almost surely
µ1 ∈ 〈µ〉 and dim µ1 = dim µ. Hene, we an �nd a miromeasure ν suh that dim ν ≥

dim µ, and the onlusion of Corollary 8.5 applies to ν: given ε > 0, the family Uγ−ε(ν)has dense intersetion with Π2,1.By ompatness, ν = ν1 × ν2, where νi ∈ 〈µi〉. By Proposition 11.7, we an �nda limit di�eomorphism F , an a�ne diagonal map A, and a retangle Q, suh that
Aµ ∼C νQ. The proposition then follows from Lemma 11.11. �For the proof of Proposition 11.9 we need the following lemma:Lemma 11.12. Suppose U ⊆ R \ {0}, and

{πs : s ∈ U} ⊆ Uα(µ).Then for any limit di�eomorphism F there is a t = t(F ) = Θ(1) suh that
{πts : s ∈ U} ⊆ Uα(Fµ).Proof. This is very similar to the proof of Theorem 11.2 above: one uses the fatthat, up to a�ne resaling and C-equivalene, the limit measure Fµ is C1-lose to therestrition of µ to a small retangle Q of eentriity Θ(1). Sine Uα(µQ) ⊇ Uα(µ),and the resaling indued on Π2,1 by pre-omposition with TQ transforms πs to πts,where t is the eentriity of Q, the lemma follows by applying this proedure to asequene of retangles Qn of side length tending to 0 and eentriities onverging tosome t = Θ(1). �Proof of Proposition 11.9. To begin, note that a priori we annot �move around� thedense set given by Proposition 11.8 as done in e.g. Proposition 9.4, sine for this weneed the ation of an a�ne map, and the IFSs involved are a priori nonlinear. Insteadwe linearize the relevant map in eah IFS by passing to a new limit geometry.We �rst present the proof in the ase λ(f

(1)
a1 )/λ(f

(2)
a2 )/ /∈ Q for some ai ∈ Λ∗

i . Byiterating the IFSs and relabeling we may then assume that λ(f
(1)
1 )/λ(f

(2)
1 )/ /∈ QLet F = F1 × F2 be the limit di�eomorphism given by Proposition 11.8. Theonjugated IFS I ′

i = {Fif
(i)
j F−1

i : j ∈ Λi} satis�es the same hypotheses as the originalone. Let x = (. . . , 1, 1) ∈ Λ−N

i . By Corollary 11.5(i), the �rst map in eah limitIFS (Ii)x is a�ne. But by Corollary 11.5(ii), (Ii)x = (I ′
i)x. On the other hand,by Lemma 11.12, the onlusion of Proposition 11.8 is inherited by (I ′

i)x. We havetherefore shown that there is no loss of generality in assuming that the onjugatedIFSs {g
(i)
j = Fif

(i)
j F−1

i : j ∈ Λi} are suh that g
(1)
1 , g

(2)
1 are a�ne. Moreover, we stillhave(11.4) λ

(
g
(1)
1

)
/λ
(
g
(2)
1

)
/∈ Q.



Loal entropy averages and projetions 53Now we are ready to over the whole of IK by using the ation of g(1)
1 ×g

(2)
1 on Uγ−ε(Fµ).By (11.4), the olletion of eentriities of the (a�ne diagonal) maps

gn1,n2 :=
(
g
(1)
1

)n1

×
(
g
(2)
1

)n2is dense in (0,∞). Also note that
g−1
n1,n2

(Fµ)Qn1,n2
∼C Fµ,where Qn1,n2 = gn1,n2([0, 1]

2). It then follows from Lemma 11.11 that there is N suhthat
{πs : s ∈ IK} ⊆

N⋃

n1,n2=1

Uγ−ε((Fµ)Qn1,n2
).Pik N1, N2 ≥ N suh that the eentriity of gN1,N2 is less than, say, 2. By the above,

Uγ−ε

(
(Fµ)QN1,N2

) ontains {πs : s ∈ IK}. But then using Lemma 11.11 again weonlude that Uγ−ε(Fµ) ontains {πs : s ∈ IK/2}, as desired.In the general ase we an still, by minimality and Proposition 11.8, �nd ai ∈ Λ∗
i ,

i = 1, 2, and an N suh that
IK ⊆

N⋃

n1,n2=1

{
λ
(
f (1)

a1

)n1

λ
(
f (2)

a2

)−n2

t : πt ∈ Uγ−ε(Fµ)

}
.By Lemma 11.12 the same holds after passing to the limit IFSs whih linearize themaps f

(i)
ai , at the ost of replaing IK by IΩ(K). The argument then proeeds in thesame manner as before. �Proof of Proposition 11.10. By Lemma 11.12, if Uα(µ) ontains {πs : s ∈ IK}, thenthe same is true with K replaed by Ω(K) and µ replaed by Fµ for any limit dif-feomorphism F . We know that Uα(Gµ) ontains IK for some limit di�eomorphism G.Thus Corollary 11.5(ii) and the previous observation applied to the onjugated IFSs

{Gif
(i)
j G−1

i : i ∈ Λi} (i.e. to the measure Gµ) yield the result. �Aknowledgement. This projet began during the program �Ergodi theory andadditive ombinatoris� at MSRI, and we are grateful to the organizers and MSRIfor the stimulating atmosphere. We also thank Yuval Peres for useful omments, andpartiularly for suggesting a simpli�ation to the proof of Lemma 4.2.Referenes[1℄ Tim Bedford and Albert M. Fisher. On the magni�ation of Cantor sets and their limit models.Monatsh. Math., 121(1-2):11�40, 1996.[2℄ Tim Bedford and Albert M. Fisher. Ratio geometry, rigidity and the senery proess for hyperboliCantor sets. Ergodi Theory Dynam. Systems, 17(3):531�564, 1997.[3℄ Tim Bedford, Albert M. Fisher, and Mariusz Urba«ski. The senery �ow for hyperboli Julia sets.Pro. London Math. So. (3), 85(2):467�492, 2002.
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